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ABSTRACT 

The  research  focused  on  the  background,  history  and  implementation  of 
the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984.  The  research  was  conducted  by 
a  review  of  the  current  literature,  field  research  and  interviews  with  key 
individuals  involved  in  the  Federal  acquisition  process.  The  purpose  of  the 
research  was  to  determine  how  and  why  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act 
came  about  and  the  issues  involved  with  its  implementation.  The  major 
value  of  this  paper  is  its  contribution  to  the  historical  body  of  knowledge 
concerning  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION 


A.  GENERAL 

Competition  is  fundamental  to  our  free  enterpise  system.  .  I  call 
upon  each  of  you  (Cabinet,  Departments  and  Agencies)  to  assure  that 
competition  is  the  preferred  method  of  procurement  in  your 
departments  or  agencies.1 

Ronald  Reagan 

The  Department  of  Defense  components  are  to  place  maximum 
emphasis  on  competitive  procurement.  All  personnel  involved  m 
the  acquisition  process  from  the  first  identification  of  the 
requirement  through  the  execution  of  the  purchase  should  recognize 
this  responsibility.  Contracts  will  be  placed  on  other  than  a 
competitive  basis  only  when  clearly  justified.2 

Casper  Weinberger 

Increased  competition  in  procurement  of  products  and  services  is  a 
major  Navy  objective  for  1984.3 

John  Lehman 

Competition  is  often  thought  of  as  the  backbone  of  the  American  free 
enterprise  system.  Until  only  recently,  it  was  not  necessarily  the  backbone 
of  the  defense  procurement  process  The  figures  of  the  Department  of 
Defense  competitive  procurement  in  the  1970's  and  early  1980's  indicated 
that,  despite  Federal  procurement  regulations  that  clearly  delinated  the 
preference  for  competition,  the  percentage  of  dollars  spent  non 


1  Competition  in  Federal  Procurement."  Presidential  Memorandum,  11  August  1983 
^'Competitive  Procurement."  Secrelar  '  of  Defense  Memorandum.  9  September.  1982 

3'The  Contracting  Process."  Senior  Management  Board  Presentation  by  Supply  Officer. 
Naval  Ordnance  Station.  Indian  Head  Maryland.  8  August  198-4. 


competitively  hoovered  around  two  thirds.4  As  a  result  of  Congress  growing 
concern  that  Federal  procurement  dollars  were  not  being  spent  wisely,  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984  was  enacted  and  signed  into  law  by 
President  Reagan  on  July  18,  1984.5  As  part  of  Title  VII  of  the  Deficit 
Reduction  Act,  Public  Law  98-369,  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  that 
went  into  effect  on  April  1,  1985  is  perhaps  the  most  pervasive  change  in 
Government  contracting  procedures  and  regulations  since  the  Armed  Forces 
Procurement  Regulations  of  1947. 

It  was  because  Congress  considered  competiton  to  be  an  imperative  that 
must  be  imposed  on  Government  procurement  activities  by  force  of  law  that 
the  enactment  of  two  other  broad  statutes  also  came  about  in  1984: 

*  The  Defense  Procurement  Reform  Act  of  1984  (Title  XII  of  Public  Law 
98-525,  Department  of  Defense  Authorization  Act,  1985,  signed  October 
19,  1984).  Its  primary  provisions  addressed  reforms  in  the  areas  of 
standardized  parts  design  in  major  weapon  systems,  replenishment 
parts,  technical  data,  and  sub -contracted  parts  and  materials. 

•  The  Small  Business  and  Federal  Procurement  Competition  Enhancement 
Act  of  1984  (Public  Law  98-577,  signed  October  30,  1984).  The 
primary  provisions  of  this  law  addresses  standardized  parts  design  in 
major  systems,  pricing,  technical  data,  and  qualifying  contractors  to  bid 
on  procurements. 

As  a  result  of  these  laws,  specifically  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  the 
statutory  emphasis  has  now  shifted  from  the  method  of  procurement  to  the 
use  of  sources  No  longer  is  how  you  procure  the  principal  matter  of  the  law, 
rather  it  is  from  whom  you  procure  that  is  the  foremost  concern.  Prior  to 
the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  the  law  stated  preference  for  the  formal 

4 "Competition  in  the  Federal  Procurement  Process."  Hearing  before  the  Committee  on 
Governmental  Affairs,  United  States  Senate.  June  29.  1982,  U  S  Government  Printing 
Office.  Washington.  DC..  1982. 

5'The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984."  Title  VII  of  the  Deficit  Reduction  Act. 
Public  Lav  98-369. 18  July  1984. 
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advertising '  method  over  the  negotiated"  method.6  While  the  preference 
remains,  the  law  now  emphasizes  competitive  procurement  from  among 
multiple  sources  over  procurement  from  single  sources.  As  stated  in  i 
National  Contracts  Management  Association  (NCMA)  training  seminar  for  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  the  key  consideration  confronting  contracts 
managers  today  is  not  “Is  there  authority  to  negotiate7"  but  Can  this 
procurement  be  made  on  a  competitive  basis?".7 

B.  OBJECTIVES 

This  paper  explores  the  various  concepts  of  competition,  its  historical 
background,  and  the  issues  that  brought  about  the  Competition  in 
Contracting  Act  of  1984.  What  was  the  impetus  behind  the  necessity  for 
Congress  to  legislate  what  was  the  written  policy  of  the  Federal  Government 
and  specifically  the  Department  of  Defense?  The  implementation  of  the  Act 
within  the  Department  of  the  Navy  was  also  explored  and  finally,  some  initai 
conclusions  regarding  the  impact  of  this  significant  legislation  were  drawn. 
This  paper  will  not  discuss  those  provisions  of  the  act  that  deal  with 
Automated  Data  Processing  Equipment  (ADPE),  their  implementation  or  the 
results  of  their  enactment. 


®"Csui»**eUlJon-The  Lav  of  the  Land".  National  Contract  Management  Association.  19&y 
PW  l 

7"Competiuon-The  Lav  of  the  Land" 


C.  RESEARCH  QUESTIONS 


In  pursuing  the  objectives  of  this  study,  the  following  research  question 
was  posed:  What  impact  has  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984  had 
on  the  procurement  process  of  the  Department  of  the  Navy? 

In  addressing  this  question  and  to  explore  the  background  behind  the 
Act,  the  following  subsidiary  questions  were  estcb.'tshed: 

1 1 )  What  are  the  major  provisions  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act 
of  1984? 

(2)  How  did  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  come  about  and  why’ 

(3)  What  were  the  major  issues  surrounding  the  implementation  of  the 
Co c:  petition  in  Contracting  Act’ 

(4)  What  were  the  major  policy  decisions  that  led  to  the  implementation 

of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  within  the  Navy  and  industry 
and  what  have  been  the  implications  of  those  policy  decisions’ 

(5)  How  can  the  inital  implementation  of  the  Competion  in  Contracting 
Act  be  utilized  to  refine  and  improve  competition? 

D.  RESEARCH  METHODOLOGY 

Information  was  obtained  from  a  number  of  different  sources 
Preliminary  research  included  a  review  of  a  wide  range  of  contracting 
periodicals,  magazines  and  newspapers.  This  literature  was  obtained  from 
the  Naval  Postgraduate  School  Administrative  Sciences  Research  Library;  the 
Naval  Postgraduate  School  Library;  the  Navy  Liason  Office  in  the  United 
States  House  of  Representatives;  civilian  contractors;  the  Naval  Supply 
Systems  Command;  the  Naval  Sea  Systems  Command;  the  Naval  Air  Systems 
Command;  the  Naval  Regional  Contracting  Cente-,  Long  Beach;  the  Naval 
Supply  Center,  Oakland;  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for 


Acquisition  and  Logistics;  the  Defense  Logistics  Studies  Information  Eichange 
(DLSIE);  various  textbooks;  and  the  staffs  of  various  members  of  Congress.  A 
more  complete  list  of  this  material  is  contained  in  the  bibliography. 

The  next  phase  of  research  was  a  fact  finding  trip  to  the  Washington,  D  C. 

area.  It  was  during  this  phase  of  research  that  most  of  the  substantive 

information  concerning  the  historical  background  of  the  Competition  in 

Contracting  Act,  its  implementation  and  impact  was  found.  Formal 

interviews  were  conducted  with  the  following  individuals: 

Rear  Admiral  Stuart  F.  Platt,  SC,  USN,  the  Navy's  Competition  Advocate 
General 

Captain  William  H.  Hauenstem,  SC,  USN,  Deputy  Commander  for  Contracts, 
Naval  Sea  Systems  Command 

Captain  Cecil  A.  Jarman,  SC,  USN,  Deputy  Commander  for  Contracts,  Naval 
Supply  Systems  Command. 

Mr.  Jim  Lewin,  Chief  Investigator,  Committee  on  Government  Operations, 
United  States  House  of  Representatives.  Mr.  Lewin  works  directly  for 
Representative  Brooks,  the  co-sponsor  of  the  House  version  of  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  H  R.  5 1 8-1. 

Ms.  Colleen  Preston,  Counsel,  Committee  on  Armed  Services,  United  Slates 
House  of  Representatives. 

Mr.  Jeffrey  A.  Minsky,  Investigator,  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Oversight  of 
Government  Management,  Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs,  United 
States  Senate.  Mr.  Minsky  works  directly  for  Senator  Cohen,  the  co¬ 
sponsor  of  the  Senate  version  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  S.  338. 

Mr.  Harvey  Gordon,  Director,  Government-Business  Relations,  Martin 
Marietta  Aerospace. 

Ms  Mary  Boswell,  Purchase  Division  Director,  Supply  Department,  Naval 
Ordnance  Station,  Indian  Head,  Maryland. 

Additional  informal  interviews  while  in  Washington,  DC.  were  conducted 
at  the  Naval  Air  Systems  Command,  Office  of  Naval  Acquisition  Support 


(ONAS),  the  United  States  Senate  Small  Business  Committee,  and  the  Navy 
Liason  Office  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Finally,  a  number  of  informative  telephone  conversations  were  held  with 
various  local  area  contracting  activities,  civilian  corporate  managers,  and 
Washington,  D.C.  Federal  Government  managers  to  insure  accuracy  of  various 
details  of  the  research.  Included,  but  not  limited  to,  were  the  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  Acquisition  and  Logistics;  Naval  Supply 
Center,  Oakland;  FMC  Corporation;  Naval  Regional  Contracting  Center, 
Washington,  D.C.;  and  Naval  Air  Station,  Patuxent  River. 

E.  ORGANIZATION  OF  THE  RESEARCH 

The  research  is  divided  into  six  chapters.  In  this  Chapter,  the  objectives 
of  the  research  have  been  set  forth,  the  direction  of  the  effort  identified  and 
methodologies  for  material  and  analysis  presented. 

Chapter  II  provides  a  theoretical  review  of  the  concept  of  competition 
and  the  various  views  on  competition:  economic,  practical,  business  and 
political. 

Chapter  ill  is  an  historical  review  of  competition  in  general  and  the 
specific  background  of  how  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  came  about  as 
a  legislative  reform. 

Chapter  IV  is  the  implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act 
This  chapter  explores  the  issues  and  problems  associated  with  the 
implementation  of  the  Act  and  the  realities  of  implementing  a  legislative 
concept 


Chapter  V  discussed  the  key  issues  that  the  Competition  in  Contracting 
Act  and  increased  competition  in  general  has  brought  about. 

Chapter  VI  sets  forth  conclusions  and  recommendations  regarding  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  in  terms  of  what  it  has  actually  accomplished 
and  the  future  issues/problems  yet  to  be  resolved. 

Additionally,  the  appendices  provide  information  that  should  be  helpful 
to  the  reader  in  any  further  research  in  this  area. 


II.  A  THEORETICAL  REVIEW  OF  THE  CONCEPT  OF  COMPETITION 


A.  BACKGROUND 

The  concept  of  insuring  fairness  through  free  and  open  competition  is 
not  new.  Legislative  requirements  to  procure  supplies  and  services  through 
competitive  formal  advertising  began  in  1809*  and  were  reemphasized  in 
the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of  19*47  and  now  the  Competition  in 
Contracting  Act.  Competitive  bidding  was  and  is  believed  to  be  an  assured 
technique  for  wise  expenditure  of  public  funds.  Competition  is  generally 
thought  to  lower  prices,  strengthen  the  defense  industrial  base,  and  increase 
public  confidence  in  the  integrity  and  fairness  of  our  system  of  Government 

i 

procurement.2 

Webster  defines  competition  a3  "the  effort  of  two  or  more  parties  to 
secure  the  custom  of  a  third  party  by  the  offer  of  the  mo3t  favorable 
!  terms.  "3  Modern  price  and  economic  theory  classifies  markets  by  degrees  of 

;  competition.  Product  prices  may  depend  in  part  on  the  amount  of 

» 

j  competition  in  the  marketplace.  The  amount  of  competition  in  the 

;  marketplace  depends  on  the  type  of  market  structure.  A  typical  range  of 

market  structures  is  illustrated  below. 

--Pefect  Competition 

! 

--Pure  Competition 

:  *2  U  S.  Statute  336  (1809)  ~~ 

^Martin.  Colonel  Martin  D  ,  USAf ,  and  Major  Robert  F  Golden,  USAF  "Competition  in 
i  Department  of  Defense  Acquisition.  Proceedings  of  the  Ninth  Annual  DoD/FAl 

Acquisition  Research  Symposium.  U  S.  Naval  Academy,  Annapolis.  Maryland.  June  1980. 
page  12-15 

i  3Vebster's  New  Collegiate  Dictionary.  G  U  C.  Merriam  Company.  Springfield, 

Massachusetts,  1977,  page  230 
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— Mononpolistic  Competition 
--Oligopoly 
—Duopoly 
—Monopoly4 

In  perfect  competition,  the  market  is  characterized  by  homogeneous 
products,  free  mobility  of  resources,  perfect  market  knowledge  and  many 
buyers  and  sellers  with  no  single  firm  able  to  control  price.5  In  this 
perfectly  competitive  market,  price  is  sei  by  the  marketplace.  In  his  book 
The  Defense  Industry.  Jacques  5.  Gansler,  a  former  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Material  Acquisition,  states  that:  "The  free- market 
system  is  not  operating  to  achieve  economically  efficient  or  strategically 
responsive  behavior  in  the  area  frequently  referred  to  as  the  "military 
industrial  complex'.'"6  In  a  monopoly,  the  other  end  of  the  market  structure 
spectrum,  the  market  is  characterized  by  one  seller,  a  unique  product,  many 
barriers  to  market  entry  and  exit,  and  imperfect  market  knowledge.  In  this 
structure,  market  results  normally  include  higher  profits  and  prices,  less 
output,  less  employment,  and  lower  wages  as  compared  to  a  perfectly 
competitive  market.7  Within  the  Department  of  Defense,  purchases  may  be 
made  from  firms  in  any  of  the  market  structures.  While  attempts  have  been 
maae  to  classify  the  defense  marketplace,  the  diversity  of  products  makes  a 
singular  Department  of  Defense  market  structure  virturally  impossible.  In  a 


^Martin  page  13 

^Gould.  I  P  .  and  C  £.  Ferguson.  Microecomomic  Theory  Homewood.  Ill:  Richard  D 
Irvin,  Inc ,  1980,  page  241 

6Gansler,  Jacques  S  The  Defense  Industry  Cambridge,  Massachusetts  The  MIT  Press. 
1982,  page! 

7GansIer,  page  277 
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paper  by  Captain  Donald  L.  Brechtei,  USAF,  for  the  Federal  Acquisition 
Research  Symposium  in  1983,  the  defense  market  structure  was  described 
as  a  bilateral  monopoly.  In  a  bilateral  monopoly,  there  is  one  seller  and  one 
buyer.  Prior  to  the  recent  Department  of  Defense  competiton  iniatives  and 
the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  the  Department,  in  its  need  for  highly 
complex  and  state-of-the-art  weapons  systems,  is  the  single  buyer.  Due  to 
the  large  investment  required,  the  single  source  of  supply  is  usually  a  large 
firm  with  the  capability  to  develop  products  which  meet  the  Department  s 
highly  specialized  needs.8 

In  Purchasing  and  Materials  Management,  the  authors  take  a  much 
simplier  view  of  the  conditions  of  competition.  They  consider  only  three 
fundamental  types  of  competition:  pure,  monopoly,  and  imperfect.9  At  the 
one  end  of  the  scale  is  pure  (or  perfect)  competition.  Under  conditions  of 
pure  competition,  the  forces  of  supply  and  demand  alone,  not  the  individual 
actions  of  either  buyers  or  sellers,  determine  prices.  At  the  other  end  of  the 
competitive  scale  is  monopoly.  Under  conditions  of  monopoly,  one  seller 
controls  the  entire  supply  of  a  particular  commodity,  md  thus  is  free  to 
maximize  his  profits  by  regulating  output  and  forcing  a  supply-demand 
relationship  that  is  most  favorable  to  him.  The  competitive  area  between 
the  extremes  of  pure  competition  and  monopoly  is  called  imperfect 
competition.  Imperfect  competition  takes  two  forms:  1)  markets 


8Brechtel.  Donald  L..  Captain.  U  S.  Air  Force,  'Competitive  Procurements:  The 
Synergistic  Linkage  Among  Government.  Industry,  and  Academe",  Proceedings  of  the 
1933  Federal  Acquisition  Research  Symposium.  Williamsburg,  Virginia,  7-  9  December 
1983,  page  131 

^Dobler.  Donald  W  .  Lamar  Lee,  Jr  and  David  N  Burt,  Purchasing  and  Materials 
Management.  McGraw-Hill  Book  Company.  New  York.  New  York,  1934,  page  149 
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characterized  by  few  sellers,  or  an  oligopoly,  and  2)  those  in  which  many 
sellers  operate.10 

B.  department  of  defense  position  on  competition 

The  position  of  the  Department  of  Defense  on  competition,  prior  to  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  is  well  documented.  Relevant  portions  of 
public  law,  defense  regulations,  and  policy  directives  are  extracted  below  to 
demonstrate  the  clear  mandate  for  competition: 

. . .  Purchases  of  and  contracts  for  property  and  services  covered  by 
this  chapter  shall  be  made  by  formal  advertising  in  all  cases  in  which 
the  use  of  such  method  is  feasible  and  practicable  under  the  existing 
conditions  and  circumstances.  If  use  of  such  method  is  not  feasible 
and  practicable,  the  head  of  an  agency,  subject  to  the  requirements 
for  determinations  and  findings  in  section  2310,  may  negotiate  such 
a  purchase  or  contract,  if-(  1 7  exceptions  listed).  .  .Ir  all  negotiated 
procurements  in  excess  of  J  10,000  in  which  rates  or  prices  are  not 
fixed  by  law  or  regulation  and  in  which  time  of  delivery  will  permit, 
proposals,  including  price,  shall  be  solicited  from  the  maximum 
number  of  qualified  sources  consistent  with  the  nature  and 
requirements  of  the  supplies  or  services  to  be  procured,  and  written 
or  oral  discussions  shall  be  conducted  with  all  responsible  offerors 
who  submit  proposals  within  a  competitive  range,  price,  and  other 
factors  considered. .  .* 1 

1-300  1  Competition.  All  procurement,  whether  by  formal 
advertising  or  by  negotiation,  shail  be  made  on  a  competitive  basis  to 
the  maximum  practicable  extent.  12 

Negotiated  contracts  shail  be  awarded  on  a  competitive  basis  to  the 
maximum  practica' extent.^ 

l^Dobler,  page  149 

1  ^he  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  of  1947. 

12The  Defense  Acquisition  Regulations,  Part  1-300  1 . 

^he  Federal  Acquisition  Regulations,  prior  to  the  CompeUtion  in  Contracung  Act 


In  order  lo  ensure  effective  and  efficient  spending  of  public  funds 
through  fundamental  reforms  in  government  procurement,  it  is 
hereby  ordered  as  follows:  Section  1.  To  make  procurement  more 
effective  in  support  of  mission  accomplishment,  the  heads  of 
executive  agencies  engaged  in  the  procurement  of  products  and 
services  from  the  private  sector  shall:  (d)  Establish  criteria  for 
enhancing  effective  competition  and  limiting  noncompetitive  actions. 
These  criteria  shall  seek  to  improve  competition  by  such  actions  as 
eliminating  unnecessary  government  specifications  and  simplifying 
those  that  must  retained,  expanding  the  purchase  of  available 
commercial  goods  and  services,  and  where  practical,  using 
functionally -oriented  specifications  or  otherwise  describing 
government  needs  so  as  to  permit  greater  latitude  for  private  sector 
response.14 

In  a  Navy  case  recently  concluded  after  more  than  three  years 
duration  United  States  District  Judge  Oberdorfer  forcefully  brought 
home  a  fundamental  but  often  overlooked  principle  of  defense 
procurement:  that  the  requirement  to  seek  competition  is  a 
continuing  legal  obligation,  not  just  a  platitude  periodically  dusted 
off  for  seminars  and  conferences.  .  (The  DAR),  having  the  force  and 
effect  of  law,  imposes  on  procurement  officials  not  only  the  need  to 
challange  the  legitimacy  of  every  sole  source  procurement,  but  the 
obligation,  whenever  possible,  "to  shift  a  procurement  from  sole 
source  to  competition".  .  .routine  procurement  practices  the  Navy 
viewed  as  proper  and  even  patently  sensible  were  viewed  by  a 
Federal  District  Court  as  being  so  con  to  law  as  to  demand 
punishment. .  .‘5 

In  response  to  the  1972  Commission  on  Government  Procurement  the 
Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  (OFPP)  issued  its  Circular  Number  A- 
109  on  April  5.  1976  entitled  Major  Systems  Acquisition.  In  this  policy 
circular,  the  OFPP  stated  the  Executive  Branch  s  management  objectives  for 
each  agency  acquiring  major  systems  of  which  one  was  "Depend  on, 


^'Federal  Procurement  Reforms  '.  Executive  Order  12332.  March  17  1982. 

13"ihe  Obligation  to  Foster  Competition  in  Procurement."  General  Counsel  of  the  Navy 
memorandum.  April  7, 1983 
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whenever  ecomomicaJly  benifical.  competition  between  similar  or  differing 
system  design  concepts  throughout  the  entire  acquisition  process.  16  The 
Department  of  Defense  policy  directive  for  Major  System  Acquisition  stated 
in  1982  as  one  of  its  objectives  "Effective  design  and  price  competition  for 
defense  systems  shall  be  obtained  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable."17  It 
went  on  to  say  that  the  extent  of  competition  must  be  included  in  each 
acquisition  stategy.  It  did  not  state  that  competition  should  or  could  be  used 
throughout  all  stages  of  the  acquisition  process,  specially  production 
competition. 

Two  years  later,  however,  in  the  third  annual  report  of  the  Defense 
Acquisition  Improvement  Program  (DA IP),  competition  was  one  of  the  six 
major  intiatives  of  the  program.  In  this  report,  all  areas  of  competition  were 
discussed  and  emphasized.18 

C.  DEFINITIONS  OF  COMPETITION 

The  legislative  efforts  to  implement  competition  as  the  law  of  the  land 
was  primarily  a  result  of  the  perception  that  competition  was  an 
interpretative  subject.  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  as  implemented 
in  the  FAR  defines  "full  and  open  competition"  as  that  action  in  which  all 
responsible  sources  are  permitted  to  compete  and  a  "sole  source  acquisition" 
as  that  act  which  is  entered  into  or  proposed  to  be  entered  into  by  an  agency 


"Major  System  Acquisition."  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Circular  Number  A- 
109  dated  April  3.  1976 

^ "Major  System  Acquisition,"  Department  of  Defense  Directive  3000  1  dated  March  29, 
1982. 

18  Guidance  on  the  Defense  Acquisition  Improvement  Program,"  Memorandum  from 
William  H.  Taft,  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense  dated  June  6, 1984. 
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after  soliciting  and  negotiating  v/ith  only  one  source.  *9  Those  choices  in 
between  these  two  standards  aro  now  "other  than  full  and  open  competition” 
and  requires  approval  to  use  one  of  seven  exceptions  to  be  discussed  later. 
This  new  standard  for  full  and  open  competition  was  significantly  different 
than  the  previous  FAR  requirement  and  is  best  analyzed  by  the  House  of 
Representative  Report  98-1 157: 

The  FAR  states  that  sufficient  competition  is  achieved  as  long  as 
offers  are  received  from  at  least  two  independent  sources  that  are 
capable  of  satisfying  the  requirements  of  the  agencies.  Thus,  the 
standaru  for  competition  is  not  whether  an  agency  has  opened  up  a 
procurement  to  all  qualified  sources,  but  whether  it  received  at  lei>”. 
two  bids.  In  the  Committees  view,  an  acquisition  is  hartMv 
competitive  when  it  is  limited  to  just  two  independent  sources,  since 
additional  bidders  are  often  available  to  meet  a  government 
requirement.  Using  the  traditional  view,  an  agency  may  select  two 
of  its  favorite  vendors  and  then  assert  that  a  "reasonable  degree  of 
competition"  had  been  achieved.  The  Committee  believes  that  full 
and  open  competition  exists  only  when  aJJ  qualified  vendors  are 
aJJowed  to  competein  an  agency  acquisition.  (Emphasis  added!.20 

In  discussions  with  Congressional  staffs,  who  foi  the  most  part  constructed 

the  Act,  the  terms  effective,  meaningfull  or  adequate  competition  were  all 

considered  before  full  and  open  competition  became  the  statute.  Posed  the 

question  of  what  is  effective  or  meaningfull  competition,  one  staff  member 

said  he  considered  it  to  be  that  the  Government  would  bear  less  of  a  burden 

to  consider  every  bid  that  came  in  as  a  response.  It  gives  the  Government 

more  flexibility  to  turn  off  the  competitive  process  and  go  with  the  bids  they 

had.  These  terms,  he  went  on  to  say,  were  purposefully  left  out  of  the  Act 


l^Federal  Acquisition  Regulations,  Part  6  003 

20  "CompetiUon  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984.  "  Report  together  with  Separate  and 
Dissenting  Views.  House  of  Representatives  Report  98- 1 137.  October  10.  1984 


20 


because  of  Congress  general  perception  that  the  agencies  would  abuse  this 
flexibility. 

The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  did,  however,  establish  one  additional 
procurement  techique  that  recognized  the  need  for  competitive  procedures 
while  excluding  a  particular  source  in  order  to  establish  or  maintain  an 
alternative  source  of  supply.  In  approving  this  contracting  technique, 
Congress  specifically  endorsed  several  contracting  techniques  currently 
utilized  by  the  Department  of  Defense  to  increase  competition.  These 
innovative  techniques  include:21 

•  leader/follower  procedure  where  the  developer  or  sole  source  of  a 
system  (the  leader)  furnishes  manufacturing  assistance  to  a  second 
contractor  (the  follower),  selected  by  the  Government  using  competitive 
procedures,  to  enable  the  follower  company  to  become  a  second  source 

•  joint  teaming  arrangement  in  which  a  team  of  two  or  more  firms  is 
awarded  a  development  contract,  using  competitive  procedures,  with 
the  effort  to  be  split  among  the  firms 

•  fly -off  technique"  which  two  or  more  firms  develop  and  validate 
separate  competing  systems  to  meet  a  specific  Government  need,  this 
competitive  parallel  development  results  in  a  prototype  demonstration, 
or  "fly-off",  between  the  two  competitors 


D.  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  described  some  of  the  theorical  concepts  of  competition,  the 
Department  of  Defense's  postition  on  competition  and  finally  some  of  the 
different  types  or  interpretations  of  competition.  The  next  chapter  will 
discuss  the  history  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act. 


21  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,"  Federal  Publications,  Inc.,  1986 


III.  THE  HISTORY  OF  THE  COMPETITION  IN  CONTRACTING  ACT 


A.  COMPETITION:  A  HISTORICAL  PERSPECTIVE 

Federal  procurement  policy  dates  back  to  the  Second  Continen’al 
Congress  in  1792  when  the  first  procurement  statute  was  passed.  It 
absolutely  forbade  sole  source  contracts.1  By  1809,  Congress  established  the 
requirement  for  competition  in  contracting,  with  formal  advertising  as  the 
preferred  method.  The  law  stated  in  part  that  "all  purchases  and  contracts 
for  supplies  or  services  shall  be  made  either  by  open  purchases,  or  by 
previously  advertising  for  proposals.""2  Formal  advertising  procedures  were 
developed  in  the  ensuing  years  as  experience  under  this  statute 
demonstated  the  need  for  additional  formalities  or  regulations.  In  1861, 
Congress  enacted  a  law  to  reaffirm  the  requirement  for  formal  advertising  in 
the  form  of  12  Statute  220  (186l).3  Numerous  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury, 
Comptroller  General,  and  court  decisions  implemented  the  statute  by  further 
defining  the  procedures  to  be  followed. 

Probably  the  most  significant  developments  in  procurement  policy 
occurred  in  time  of  war.  Prior  to  World  War  I,  formal  advertising 
procedures  were  similar  to  those  practices  today:  specifications  for  a  needed 
item  were  published;  bids  were  soLcited,  and  the  contracts  were  awarded  to 

^Hagberg,  Chris.  "Competition  in  Contracting  Act  Title  VII  of  the  Deficit  Reduction  Tax 
Act  of  1984  or  Section  2701-33  of  That  Act."  October  31. 1984. 

22  U  S  Statute  536(1809) 

^"Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983,"  Report  of  the  Senate  Committee  on 
Governmental  Affairs.  March  31. 1983.  U  S  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington, 
DC..  page  4. 
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the  lowest  bidder.  Eiceptions  to  these  procedures  were  granted  for  public 
exigencies"  and  "personal  services,"  and  when  "it  was  impracticable  to  secure 
com  petition. "4  During  World  War  I,  however,  formal  advertising  procedures 
were  too  inflexible  to  mobilize  Government  resour' es.  The  War  Industries 
Board,  established  to  control  wartime  resources,  relaxed  the  requirement  for 
formal  advertising  and  authorized  procurement  by  negotiation .5  The  need 
for  full  utilization  for  the  nation  s  industrial  strength  was  the  fundamental 
reason  for  this  shift  to  negotiation.  Wartime  profiteering  was  curtailed  when 
Government  procurement  returned  to  formal  advertising  on  a  fixed-price 
basis  after  the  war.  To  alleviate  any  further  complications,  the  War  Policies 
Commission  recommended  in  1930  that  formally  advertised  procurement  be 
replaced  by  negotiated  procurement  as  was  done  during  the  war.  Rather 
than  allow  this  wholesale  shift,  however.  Congress  provided  more  exceptions 
to  the  formal  advertising  requirement.6 

During  World  War  II.  the  statutory  requirement  for  formal  advertising 
was  again  relaxed.  In  December  1941,  Congress  passed  the  First  War  Powers 
Act,  which  authorized  the  President  to  give  the  departments  involved  in  the 
war  the  power  to  make  contracts  "without  regard  to  the  provision  of  the  law 
relating  to  the  making,  performance,  amendment,  or  modification  of 
contracts.  7.  The  War  Production  Board,  given  control  over  wartime 
production  and  procurement  under  Executive  Order  9024.  went  so  Tar  as  to 
prohibit  the  use  of  formal  advertising  without  specific  authorization.  Within 


^"Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983."  page  3 
^“Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983."  page  6 
^Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983."  page  12 
733  U  S.  Statute  838  (1941) 
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this  broad  negotiating  authority,  competition  was  actively  sought  and 
wartime  expertise  demonstrated  the  wisdom  of  more  flexible  procedures5 
As  the  end  of  the  war  approached,  the  Policy  Procurement  Board,  a  part  of 
the  War  Production  Board,  was  in  charge  of  the  preparatory  work  for 
formulating  peacetime  procurement  regulations.  In  1945.  a  task  force  of  the 
Policy  Procurement  Board,  consisting  of  officers  from  the  federal  procuring 
agencies,  submitted  recommendations  for  post-war  procurement  policy 
which  were  to  establish  the  foundation  for  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Act  (ASPA).  The  thrust  of  the  Board  s  recommendations  was  that  flexibility 
in  procurement  was  necessary  to  support  the  growth  and  sustainability  of  an 
industrial  base.  The  Board  was  critical  of  the  pre-war  requirement  for 
formal  advertising  and  cited  examples  of  its  inadequacy  These  examples 
were  incorporated  into  the  ASPA  as  the  basis  for  the  17  exceptions  to  formal 
advertising.9  Recognizing  the  need  for  more  flexible  peacetime  procedures, 
the  Congress  passed  the  Armed  Services  Procurement  Act  in  1947.  The 
ASPA  was  viewed  by  the  legislative  and  executive  branches  from  differing 
perspectives.  The  Service  Secretaries  stated  that  the  '  primary  purpose  of 
the  Act  is  to  permit  the  War  and  Navy  Departments  to  award  contracts  by 
negotiation  when  the  National  Defense  or  sound  business  judgement  dictates 
the  use  of  negotiation.'  Congressional  intent,  however,  provided  for  a 
return  to  normal  purchasing  procedures  through  the  advertising-bid  method 
on  the  part  of  the  armed  services.'10  The  ASPA  did  both  by  requiring  the 


^'Competition  m  Contracting  Act  of  1983."  page  8 
91 10  U  S  Code  2304(a) 

"Competiuon  m  Contracung  Act  of  1983,  "  page  3 


use  of  formal  advertising,  with  negotiation  authorized  by  prescribed 
exceptions. 

In  1949,  Congress  adopted  the  principles  of  the  ASPA  and  passed  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  (FPASA)  to  govern  civilian 
procurement  procedures.11  All  but  two  of  the  ASPA  s  deceptions  to  formal 
advertising,  the  need  for  a  facility  for  mobilization  and  requirements 
involving  substantial  investment  or  long  leadtimes,  were  included  in  the 
FPASA.12  Based  on  recommendations  by  the  Commission  on  Reorganization 
of  the  Executive  Branch  (part  of  the  Hoover  Commission  appointed  by 
President  Truman)  the  FPASA  created  the  General  Services  Administration 
(GSA)  to  serve  as  a  central  organization  for  federal  services  such  as  supply 
and  procurement,  records  management,  and  building  management.  Control 
of  procurement  policy  and.  to  a  limited  extent,  certain  procurement 
operations,  were  conferred  upon  the  GSA  at  that  time. 

In  the  years  following  the  enactment  of  the  ASPA  and  the  FPASA. 
negotiation  became  less  the  exception  and  more  the  rule.  The  two  factors 
primarily  responsible  for  the  proliferation  of  negotiated  procurements  were 
the  increased  development  of  high  technology  military  hardware  and  the 
Korean  War.13  Technology,  particularly  in  the  electronics  and  aerospace 
fields,  experienced  a  huge  leap  forward  in  terms  of  sophistication  and 
complexity  requiring  an  even  more  flexible  posture  in  procurement.  By 
1960,  negotiation  accounted  for  over  85  percent  of  all  Federal  contract 

^Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949. 40  U  S  Code  471 
1241  US  Code 252(c) 

^'Competition  in  ContracUng  Act  of  1983.  ’  page7 


dollars.14  As  a  result,  the  ASPA  was  amended  in  1962  to  encourage  the  use 
of  formal  advertising,  to  clarify  procedures  and  obtain  more  competition  in 
negotiated  procurement.  The  amendments  strengthened  the  requirement 
for  formal  advertising  by  requiring  its  use  “whenever  feasible  and 
practicable  under  the  eiisting  conditions  and  circumstances."  (5  The 
amendments  also  required  DoD  and  the  National  Aeronautics  and  Space 
Administration  (NASA)  to  conduct  written  and  oral  discussions"  with  all 
firms  within  a  competitive  range'  in  negotiated  procurements.16  In 
addition,  the  amendments  addressed  congressional  concern  over 
noncompetitive  contract  prices  being  negotiated  based  on  defective  data 
submitted  by  contactors.  This  provision  of  the  amendments,  referred  to  as 
the  Truth  in  Negotiations  Act,  required  contracting  officers  to  obtain  all 
"current,  complete,  and  accurate  cost  and  pricing  data  submissions  from 
contractors  in  certain  negotiated  contracts  over  $1 00,000. 17  This  dollar 
threshold  was  later  raised  to  $500,000  in  1981. 

Negotiated  contracts  continued  to  prevail  as  the  “preferred"  method  of 
procurement  throughout  the  1960's  and  1970’s.  In  1969  Congress  established 
the  Commission  on  Government  Procurement,  a  12-member,  bi-partisan 
body  composed  of  representatives  from  the  Legislative  Branch,  the  Executive 
Branch  and  the  private  sector,  to  study  the  federal  procurement  process  and 
recommend  changes  to  improve  its  efficiency. 58  The  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States  was  made  a  statutOi/  member.  The  Commission  completed 

^'Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983.'“  page8 
1510  U  S.  Code  2304(a) 

1610  U  S  Code  2304(g) 

1710  USC.  2306(0 
18Public  Lav  91-129 
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its  2  1/2  year  study  in  December  1972  and  submitted  its  report  to  Congress 
in  early  1973  with  149  recommendations,  the  first  of  which  was  to  establish 
an  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy. I<?  The  Commission's  second 
recommendation  was  to  enact  legislation  to  eliminate  inconsistencies  in  the 
ASPA  and  the  FPASA  by  consolidating  the  two  statutes  and  thus  providing  a 
common  basis  for  procurement  policies  and  procedures  for  all  executive 
branch  agencies.20  The  Commission  further  recommended  that  formal 
advertising  should  be  retained  as  the  preferred  procurement  procedure 
when  the  number  of  sources,  existence  of  specifications,  and  other 
conditions  justified  its  use,  and  that  competitive  negotiation  should  be 
authorized  as  "an  acceptable  and  efficient  alternative. "2‘  The  Commission 
stated  in  its  1972  report:  "the  point  is  not  that  there  should  be  more 
negotiation  and  less  advertising,  but  that  competitive  negotiation  should  be 
recognized  in  law  for  what  it  is;  namely,  a  normal,  sound  buying  method 
which  the  Government  should  prefer  when  market  conditions  are  not 
appropriate  for  the  use  of  formal  advertising.”22 

The  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  (OFPP)  was  established  in 
1974  (Public  Law  93-400),  within  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  to 
provide  overall  direction  in  procurement  policy. 23  The  OFPP  was 
empowered  with  directive  authority  to  prescribe  policies,  regulations, 
procedures,  and  Tor  ms  relating  to  procurement.  The  1979  amendments  to 

^"Report  of  The  Commission  on  Government  Procurement,"  Washington,  DC,  U  S 

Government  Printing  Office,  December  1972 

20  "Report  of  The  Commission  oa  Government  Procurement" 

2l"Report  of  The  Commission  on  Government  Procurement" 

22  "Report  of  The  Commission  on  Government  Procurement" 

23  Activities  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy",  Report  to  the  Congress, 
January-December  19$4 


the  OFPP  Act  (Public  Law  96-83),  which  reauthorized  the  Office  for  another 
four  years,  redirected  the  OFPP  to  focus  on  three  goals:  the  development  of  a 
uniform  procurement  system,  a  management  system  which  would 
implement  and  enforce  the  procurement  system,  and  legislative  changes 
needed  to  implement  both  systems. 24  The  OFPP  submitted  an  integrated 
proposal  for  a  Uniform  Federal  Procurement  System  on  February  26.  1982, 
which  incorporated  many  of  the  Commissions  recommendations  and 
eventually  became  the  Federal  Acquisition  Regulations  (FAR)  inplemented  on 
1  April  1984.  In  addition  to  OFPP's  proposal.  Executive  Order  12352  on 
Federal  Procurement  Reforms  was  issued  on  March  17.  1982,  which 
confirmed  the  Administration's  commitment  to  improving  the  effectiveness 
and  efficiency  of  the  procurement  process. 25  One  of  the  directives  included 
in  the  Executive  Order  requires  that  criteria  be  established  for  enhancing 
effective  competiton  and  limiting  noncompetitive  actions.  26  In  response  to 
the  Presidents  direction,  OFPP  prepared  and  issued  a  policy  letter 
establishing  restrictions  on  non-competitive  procurement.  The  language 
contained  in  the  directive  consolidated  for  the  first  time,  on  a  government¬ 
wide  basis,  the  procedures  to  be  followed  in  using  competition. 

B.  KEY  LEGISLATIVE  EVENTS  LEADING  UP  TO  THE  COMPETITION  IN 

CONTRACTING  ACT 

The  first  compehensive  legislative  action  on  acquisition  reform  came  in 
July  1977  when  Senators  Lawton  Chiles  (D-Florida)  and  William  Roth 

24"  Activities  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy" 

23Eiecutive  Order  12352  dated  17  March  1982 
^Executive  Order  12332 
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(D-Delaware)  introduced  the  Federal  Acquisition  Act  of  1977  (S.  1264). 27 
This  bill  was  based  on  a  number  of  recommendations  brought  out  from  the 
Commission  on  Government  Procurement.  The  bill  sought,  in  the  words  of 
Senator  Chiles  "to  consolidate  and  reform  these  30-year  old  basic  laws  now 
controlling  Federal  contracting  and  replace  them  with  a  modern  statute 
aimed  at  far  more  intense  and  innovative  competition:  A  crackdown  on  sole 
source  awards,  and  a  severe  cutback  on  detailed  specifications  and 
regulations."28  Among  other  initiatives,  S.  1264  was  the  first  bill  that  sought 
to  change  the  distinction  between  formal  advertising  and  negotiation. 
Despite  its  good  intentions,  the  Federal  Acquisition  Act  of  1977  was  not 
voted  on  in  the  Senate  and  died  at  the  end  of  the  95th  Congress. 

In  response  to  a  November  16  1979  request  from  the  Chairman  of  the 
Task  Force  on  Government  Efficiency,  House  Committee  on  the  Budget, 
Representative  Stephen  J.  Solarz  (D-New  York),  the  General  Accounting  Office 
released  its  report  entitled  "DoD  Loses  Many  Competitive  Procurement 
Opportunities."2^  In  this  report,  the  GAO  reviewed  a  sample  of  fiscal  year 
1979  Department  of  Defense  noncompetitive  contracts  to  determine  if  they 
were  appropriately  awarded.  GAO  concluded  that  25  of  the  109 
noncompetitive  contracts  reviewed  had  been  inappropriately  awarded.  On 
the  basis  of  this  study,  GAO  estimated  that  about  $289  million  of  the 


^"Federal  Acquisition  Act  of  1977,"  Hearings  Before  the  Subcommittee  on  Federal 
Spending  Practices  and  Open  Government  of  the  Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs. 
United  States  Senate,  July  18,  19, 22, 26,  and  28,  1977,  U  S  Government  Printing  Office, 
Washington.  D  C.. 

28Testimony  given  by  Senator  Lavton  Chiles  to  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on  Federal 
Spending.  July  18,  1977,  page  1 

29"DOD  Loses  Many  Competitive  Procurement  Opportunities",  General  Accounting  Office 
Report, 29  July  1981 


noncompetitive  procurement  of  items  bought  for  the  first  time  in  fiscal  year 
1979  could  have  been  competitive.  Overall,  GAO  reported  that  within  the 
Department  of  Defense  out  of  a  total  of  S62.1  billion  awarded  in  FY  1979 
only  S22.6  billion  was  competitive,  an  increase  of  5.1  percent  since  1972. 
Figure  1,  taken  from  the  Hearing  record  on  "Competition  in  the  Federal 
Procurement  Process  before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs, 
shows  the  competive  awards  of  the  Department  of  Defense  from  1972  to 
1980.  trend  line 

DEPARTMENT  OP  DEFENSE 
PRICE  COMPETITIVE  PROCUREMENTS 
(FT  n  -  80) 
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Figure  1. 

This  fairly  consistent  slide  toward  noncompetitive  procurements  was 
primarily  a  result  of  the  following  reasons,  GAO  reported: 

•  increased  spending  on  and  a  concurrent  loss  of  competition  for 
petroleum  and  nuclear  submarines, 

•  increased  use  of  design  and  technical  competition  for  major  weapon 
systems,  and 


30 


•  greater  emphasis  on  set  asides  for  businesses  owned  and  controlled  by 
socially  or  economically  disadvantaged  persons.*0 

To  reduce  these  inappropriate  noncompetitive  awards  GAO  went  on  to 

say  the  following  recommendations  should  be  followed  by  the  Secretary  of 

Defense: 

•  Provide  to  contracting  officers  and  program  personnel  more  specific 
guidance  on  the  factual  support  needed  to  justify  noncompetitive 
procurements. 

•  Require  the  services  to  establish  percentage  improvement  goals  and 
address  contracting  problems  discussed  in  this  report  in  their  plans  for 
improving  competition. 

•  Establish  a  systematic  approach  for  monitoring  procurement  office  goals 
and  reviewing  selected  contracts  and  documentation  to  assure  they 
were  appropriately  awarded. 

•  Require  the  Defense  Nuclear  Agency  to  justify  its  use  of  early  starts 
and  unsolicited  proposals  as  a  way  of  contracting.* 1 

The  Department  of  Defense  3  reponse  concurred  with  the  fir3t  and  fourth 

recommendations  and  took  exception  to  the  other  two.*2  These 

recommendations  dealt  with  establishing  and  monitoring  percentage  goals 

for  improving  competition  in  which  DOD  slated  "Goals  would  be  impracticable 

to  establish  and  monitor  in  any  meaningful  way.  Time  spent  by  operating 

and  management  personnel  on  such  a  system  could  be  better  spent  on 

productive  work."** 

Moreover,  another  GAO  report  in  April  1982  enititled  Less  Sole-Source, 
More  Competition  Needed  in  Federal  Civil  Agencies  Contracting  round  the 

30“DOD  Loses  Many  Competitive  Procurement  Opportunities” 

SI  'DOD  Loses  Many  Competitive  Procurement  Opportunities" 

32jhe  Under  Secretary  of  Defense,  Research  and  Engineering,  letter  dated  15  April 
1981 

33The  Under  Secretary  of  Defense.  Research  and  Engineering. 


competition  problem  not  confined  only  to  the  DoD.34  According  to  this 
report,  the  six  civil  agencies  reviewed,  which  awarded  new  sole-source 
contracts  totaling  $538.1  million,  failed  to  obtain  competition  on  an 
estimated  40  percent  of  the  contract  awards. 35  Hearings  held  in  the  Senate 
Governmental  Affairs  Committee,  Chaired  by  Senator  William  V.  Roth  (D- 
Delaware)  during  the  96th  and  97th  Congresses  tended  to  confirm  these 
findings  by  GAO.  The  Oversight  of  Government  Management  Subcommittee 
examined  year -end  spending  during  three  days  of  hearings  in  1979  and 
1 980  and  found  what  they  felt  was  a  relationship  between  negotiating  in  the 
last  minutes  of  the  fiscal  year  and  unnecessary  noncompetitive  contracting. 
In  its  July  1980  report,  the  Subcommittee  recommended  that  additional 
restrictions  were  needed  on  sole-source  procurements.36  In  October  1981, 
the  Governmental  Affairs  Committee  convened  a  series  of  hearings  on  the 
acquisition  process  in  the  Defense  Department  Although  the  purpose  of  the 
hearings  was  to  examine  the  range  of  problems  in  defense  contracting  (e  g. 
"gold-plating",  inaccurate  cost-estimating,  sole  source  contracting,  among 
others)  much  of  the  testimony  focused  on  the  lack  of  competition.  The 
second  day  of  hearings,  October  27,  1981,  concentrated  on  Deputy  Secretary 
of  Defense  Frank  Carlucci  s  recent  initatives  on  improving  the  Department  s 
procurement  problems.  Most  disturbing  to  the  Committee  was  the  noticable 
absence  from  these  31  initiatives  of  any  specific  mention  of  competition. 
Thase  same  initatives  were  also  hit  hard  in  regard  to  the  lack  of  any  mention 


34"!  ess  Sole-Source.  More  Competition  Needed  in  Federal  Civil  Agencies  Contracting ", 
Gent  ral  Accounting  Office  Report.  April  .'  982 

35"Less  Sole-Source.  More  Competition  Needed  in  Federal  Civil  Agencies  Contracting ' 
36"Compeuuon  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983.”  page  7. 
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of  competition  in  the  House  of  Representatives  Committee  on  Government 
Operations  the  following  year.  As  late  as  1983  the  Cariucci  intiatives 
continued  to  be  criticized  when  the  Council  of  Economic  Priorities  stated: 

The  Cariucci  initiatives  fail  to  correct  the  most  persistent  causes  of 
cost  growth:  Jack  of  com  pet  it  Jon  Jn  contract  awards  (emphasis 
added);  contracting  practices  that  reward  cost  maximization; 
simultaneous  design  and  manufacture  of  "concurrency";  disorganized 
program  management  and  decisionmaking;  weak  supervision  and 
auditing  of  weapons  contracts;  and  the  establishment  of  extravagant 
weapons  performance  goals,  otherwise  known  as  gold  plating '. 
Furthermore,  the  intiatives  may  accelerate  rather  than  reduce  future 
cost  growth.37 

In  response  to  this  Congressional  concern,  a  32nd  initiative  on 
competition  was  subsequently  added,  which  simply  recommended  that  the 
Services  and  Defense  agencies  be  required  to  establish  management 
programs  to  increase  competition  by  setting  objectives.  The  outgrowth  of 
these  hearings  was  the  first  legislation  introduced  specifically  on 
competition  on  February  23,  1982  by  Senators  William  S.  Conen,  William  V. 
Roth,  Jr.  and  Carl  Levin  entitled  appropriately  the  "Competition  in 
Contracting  Act  of  1982",  Senate  Bill  S.  2 127. 38  The  bill  was  referred  to  the 
Governmental  Affairs  Committee  and  subsequently  to  the  Federal 
Expenditures,  Research  and  Rules  Subcommittee, '  Mch  held  a  hearing  on  S. 
2127  and  the  OFPP  proposal  for  a  Uniform  Federal  Procurement  System  on 
May  5.  1982.  The  Subcommittee  voted  unanimously  on  August  17,  1982  to 
report  S.  2127  favorably,  with  amendments.  The  Governmental  Affairs 
Committee  held  a  hearing  on  June  29  and  voted  12  to  0  to  report  the  bill  on 


37Adams.  Gordon.  "Controlling  Weapons  Costs  Can  the  Pentagon  Reform  Its  Work7", 
Council  of  Economic  Priorities  paper,  dated  1983. 
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October  1  to  the  full  Senate.  At  the  June  29,  hearing  then  Deputy  unoer 
Secretary  of  Defense  for  Research  and  Engineering.  Acquisition  Management 
William  A.  Long  testified  that  the  Defense  Department  "could  support  S.  2127 
with  few  modifications  and  a  prelimary  test  program."39  Despite  the 
momentum  that  S.  2127  gathered,  the  Senate  was  unable  to  consider  it 
before  adjourning  sine  die  on  December  23,  1982.  As  S.  2127  is  similar  to 
the  subsequent  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  S.  338,  reintroduced  in  the 
next  legislative  session,  its  provisions  will  not  be  discussed. 

C.  THE  COMPETITION  IN  CONTRACTING  ACT  TAKES  ON  ITS  FINAL  FORM 
As  it  was  enacted,  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984  was 
essentially  a  merger  of  two  separate  bills,  the  Senate  version  known  as  S. 
338  and  the  House  of  Representatives  bill  H  R.  5184.  Another  bill  sponsored 
by  the  House  Armed  Services  Chairman  Melvin  Price  (D.-Ill.),  HR.  2545 
entiltled  the  Defense  Procurement  Reform  Act  of  1983",  introduced  on  April 
13,  1983  could  also  be  included  as  part  of  the  merger.  This  bill,  however, 
addressed  only  Department  of  Defense  procurement  and  was  considerably 
more  lenient  in  permitting  noncompetitive  awards  with  10  exceptions.  It 
was  eventually  overcome  by  the  events  leading  up  to  the  final  version  of  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  S.338  and  HR.  5184  will  be  reviewed 
separately  and  then  it  will  be  shown  how  they  merged  into  the  final  version 
of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act. 


391' Competition  in  the  Federal  Procurement  Process."  S  2127,  Hearing  before  the  Senate 
Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs.  June  29,  19S2,  page  31 
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1.  Senate  Bill  S.  338 

The  final  Senate  version  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  began 
in  early  1983  as  a  bill  sponsored  by  Senators  William  Cohen  (R-Maine)  and 
Carl  Levin  (D-Mich.).40  Under  the  Senate  bill  federal  procurement 
regualtions  would  be  changed  by  eliminating  the  existing  statutory 
preference  for  formal  advertising  over  competitive  negotiation,  limiting 
circumstances  under  which  noncompetitive  procurement  would  be  allowed 
from  seventeen  (for  the  Department  of  Defense)  to  six,  and  require  more 
notice  of  proposed  awards  (generally  recognized  as  notice  in  the  Commerce 
Business  Daily)  to  enable  more  firms  to  bid. 

The  elimination  of  the  preference  for  formal  advertising  over 

competitive  negotiation  was  generally  welcomed  in  most  professional 

■  •  • 

procurement  circles  as  long  overdue.  Most  major  Federal  negotiated 
procurements  had  required  the  review  of  complicated  and  lengthy  proposals 
using  complex  evaluation  factors.  Therefore  the  use  of  formal  advertising, 
which  was  recognized  as  essentially  a  price  competition  tool  only,  no  longer 
reflected  the  actual  competition  statistics  of  that  statuatory  preference  for 
Formal  Advertising.  Proponents  of  S.  338  also  noted  that  a  procurement 
need  not  be  formally  advertised  to  be  competitive  and  discusssions  (both 
oral  and  written),  specifically  forbidden  in  formal  advertising,  had  often 
proven  to  be  advantageous  to  both  parties  in  most  cases. 

By  changing  the  rules  Tor  using  the  seventeen  statutory  exceptions, 
the  writers  of  the  Senate  ‘  Ml  recognized  that  a  written  justification  for  not 
using  formal  advertising,  commonly  refered  to  in  Department  of  Defense 

40"The  Competition  in  Contracting  Bill."  Federal  Contracts  Report.  Vol.  41,  No.  3. 

January  30. 1084.  page  176. 
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procurements  as  Determination  and  Findings  (D&F's),  did  not  necessarily 
result  in  increased  competition.  In  fact,  according  to  the  Senate 
Governmental  Affairs  Committee,  "DoD  sometimes  used  this  exception 
procedure  improperly  to  procure  non-unique  items,  contrary  to  the 
Comptroller  General  s  rulings  in  bid  protest  decisions.  "41  The  six  exceptions 
to  the  use  of  competitive  procurement  proposed  in  S.  338  were: 

1)  When  the  property  or  services  are  available  from  only  one  source  and 
no  other  type  of  property  or  service  will  satisfy  the  Government  s 
needs. 

2)  When  the  Government  s  need  is  of  such  "unusual  and  compelling 
urgency '  that  it  would  be  "seriously  injured"'  by  the  delay  associated 
with  competitive  procedures. 

3)  When  award  to  a  particular  source  or  sources  is  necessary  a)  to 
maintain  sources  of  supply  in  case  of  national  emergency,  b)  to 
achieve  industrial  mobilization  in  case  of  a  national  emergency,  or  cl 
to  establish  or  maintain  an  "essential  research  capability'  in  an 
educational  institution,  or  other  non-profit  institution,  or  Federally 
Funded  Research  and  Development  Center. 

4)  When  a  noncompetitive  award  is  required  by  international  agreement 
or  treaty. 

5)  When  a  statute  requires  procurement  through  another  agency  or  i 
specified  source,  or  when  the  agency  needs  a  brand  name  for 
authorized  resale. 

6)  When  disclosure  of  the  agency  s  needs  to  more  than  one  source  would 
compromise  national  security.^ 

Changes  in  Formal  Advertising,  now  described  in  S.  338  as  Sealed  Bid 
procedures,  were  relatively  small,  requiring  four  conditions  to  be  met:  1 ) 
time  permits,  2)  award  based  on  price  or  price  related  factors,  3)  discussion 
with  bidders  was  not  necessary,  and  4)  a  reasonable  expectation  of 
receiving  more  than  one  sealed  bid.  The  other  factors  such  as  public  bid 


41  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Bill,"  Federal  Contracts  Report,  Vol.  <41.  No  5.  30 
January  1984.  p.  176. 
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opening,  no  discussions,  specific  time  and  place  of  bid  opening,  etc.,  remained 
the  same  as  the  rules  for  Formal  Advertising. 

To  enable  more  firms  to  bid.  S.  338  would  have  required  agencies  to 
publish  pre-solicitation  notices  and  awards  of  prospective  contracts  in  the 
Commerce  Business  Daily  with  longer  lead  times.  Specifically,  it  required 
pre-solicitation  notices  (synopsis)  of  prospective  contracts  in  the  Commerce 
Business  Daily  of  at  least  15  days  before  the  solicitation  is  issued  and 
contract  awards  over  $10,000  where  there  is  likely  to  be  any  subcontracts. 
The  requirement  would  not  apply  to:  1)  contracts  under  $10,000.  2) 
noncompetitive  procurements,  except  where  there  is  only  one  source  (this 
was  to  be  used  to  test  the  market  for  potential  competitors),  3)  cases  where 
notice  would  compromise  national  security,  and  4)  unsolicited  proposals, 
when  notice  would  disclose  proprietary  data. 

Other  significant  features  of  the  Senate  bill  were  that  it: 

•  Permitted  dual-source  procurements  for  certain  reasons. 

•  Required  agencies  to  use  advance  procurement  planning  and  market 
research. 

•  Required  each  head  of  an  executive  agency  to  designate  one  present 
officer  or  employee  as  an  "advocate  for  competiton ", 

•  Lowered  the  threshold  for  cost  and  pricing  certification  under  the 
Truth  and  Negotiations  Act  from  $500,000  in  Department  of  Defense 
contracts  to  $100,000. 

•  Required  an  annual  report  rrom  the  head  or  each  executive  agency  to 
the  Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Committee  on  Government  Operations  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.44 


43'S  338, The  "Competition  in  Contracting  Act."  Passed  by  the  Senate  Nov  11,'  Federal 
Contracts  Report,  Vol.  40, 21  November  J983.  page  831 
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From  June  to  November  1983.  the  Senate  Armed  Forces  Commitee 
reviewed  Senators  Cohen  and  Levin  s  S.  338  and  finally  issued  its  report  (No. 
98-297)  proposing  a  number  of  changes,  including  the  following44: 

-  Clarified  language  permitting  noncompetitive  contracts  to  be  awarded 
in  order  to  develop  or  maintain  a  second  source.  This  would  allow  the 
agency  head  to  exclude  a  particular  source  in  exercising  the  dual 
sourcing  authority  and  permit  noncompetitive  dual  sourcing  in 
establishing  or  maintaining  an  educational  or  other  non-profit 
insititution  research  and  development  center. 

-  Included  language  permitting  noncompetitive  contracts  for  follow-on 
contracts  involving  technical  or  special  property  requiring  a 
substantial  intial  investment. 

Added  language  concerning  Unsolicited  Proposals  stipulating  that  the 
publication  notice  not  apply  to  those  situations  concerning  unique  or 
innovative  research  concepts  where  it  would  disclose  the  originality  of 
thought  or  proprietary  data  associated  with  it.  According  to  the 
committee  report,  the  exception  "strikes  an  appropriate  balance 
between  the  need  to  promote  competition  and  the  value  of  stimulating 
innovative  thinking. 

Testimony  of  those  called  before  the  Committee  in  June  was  generally 
in  favor  of  S.  338  with  ail  of  them  suggesting  some  degree  of  change  to  5. 
338.  As  could  be  expected,  the  Defense  Department  voiced  the  largest 
number  of  changes  requested;  23  in  all.  Ms.  Mary  Ann  Gilleece,  Deputy 
Under  Secretary  of  Defense  (Acquisition  Management)  stated  that  the 
Department  supported  the  "thrust"  of  the  bill  but  believed  certain  changes 
were  necessary  Those  changes  included,  in  part,  that  the  sealed  bid 
procedure  and  the  competitive-negotiation  procedure  be  on  an  equal  par 
with  no  preference  given  for  sealed  bids,  an  additional  four  exceptions  for 
use  of  noncompetitive  procedures,  no  changes  be  made  in  the  synopsizing  of 
proposed  contracts,  eliminate  the  advocate  for  competition  and  allow  the 


44  Senate  Due  to  Vote  oq  S  338.  OFPP Bill  Still  On  Hold,"  Federal  Contracts  Report .  Vol 
40.  No  19. 14  November  1983.  P  739 

45  Senate  Due  to  Vote ' 


regulatory  system  to  handle  this  requirement  and  maintain  the  $500,000 
threshold  for  cost  and  pricing  data.46 

Since  Senator  Cohen  agreed  to  all  of  the  changes  made  by  the  Armed 
Services  Committee,  there  was  no  need  to  make  floor  amendments  to  the  bill. 
It  was  passed  by  unanimous  vote  in  the  Senate  on  November  1  1.  1983. 

In  summarizing  the  Senate  bill,  the  Federal  Contracts  Report 
editorialized  what  most  Government  procurement  professionals  were 
probably  already  thinking  by  saying.  "Despite  its  good  intentions,  it  is  not 
clear  that  S.  338  would  significantly  increase  competition  "in  the  real  world". 
A  much  safer  bet  is  that  it  would  add  several  new  layers  of  paperwork  to 
the  procurement  process.  '47 

The  overview  of  S.  338  omitted  references  to  a  number  of  specific 
rules  and  exceptions.  For  further  research  purposes,  a  complete  text  of  S. 
338  is  included  in  Appendix  A. 

2.  House  of  Representatives  Bill  H  R.  5184 

On  March  20,  1 984,  Representative  Jack  Brooks  (D.-Texas),  Chairman 
of  the  House  Government  Operations  Committee,  introduced  the  House  of 
Representatives  version  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  This  bill,  H  R. 
5184,  would  have  provided  for  three  methods  of  procurement  and  given  the 
General  Accounting  Office  specific  statutory  authority  for  deciding  bid 
protests. 


testimony  by  Ms  Mary  Ann  Gilleece,  Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  Defense  ( Acquisiton 
Management)  during  hearings  on  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1983  before 
the  Committee  on  Armed  Forces,  United  States  Senate,  7  June  1983.  pp  47-55 

47  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Bill,"  Federal  Contracts  Report,  Vol  41 ,  No  5.  30 
January  1984,  p  177 


The  three  methods  of  procurement  in  HJL  5184  would  have 
included:  1)  "Full  and  open  competition’,  2)  "Less  rigorous  than  full  and 
open  competition’,  and  3)  "Noncompetitive  ”.  As  in  the  Senate  version  the 
use  of  full  and  open  competition  essentially  replaced  the  formerly  preferred 
method  of  Formal  Advertising  and  placed  Sealed  Bid  procedures  on  the  same 
level  as  competitive  negotiation.  Sealed  Bid  procedures  were  to  be  used 
when  awards  were  on  the  basis  of  price  or  price  related  factors,  discussions 
with  suppliers  were  unnecessary  and  more  than  one  bid  was  eipected. 
When  the  use  of  Sealed  Bid  procedures  was  not  required,  the  agency  could 
elect  to  obtain  competitive  proposals.  Less  rigorous  than  full  and  open 
competition  involved  offers  from  a  limited  number  of  qualified  sources, 
with  award  to  be  made  after  receipt  of  bids  or  proposals  from  two  or  more 
sources  that  were  in  the  competitive  range  or  which  were  elgible  for 
selection.  This  method  would  have  been  limited  to  I J  cases  of  unusual  and 
compelling  urgency,  2)  cases  where  it  was  necessary  to  establish  or 
maintain  alternate  sources  of  supply,  3)  to  fulfill  the  goals  of  socially  and 
economically  disadvantaged  or  small  business  programs,  or  4)  disclosure  of 
agency  requirements  to  all  qualified  sources  would  compromise  the  national 
security.48  The  third  method  of  procurement,  noncompetitive,  listed  only 
four  conditions  for  its  use;  1 )  the  property  or  services  were  available  from 
only  one  source  and  no  competitive  alternatives  could  be  made  available.  2) 
it  was  necessary  to  maintain  a  racility,  producer,  manufacturer  or  supplier  in 
the  event  of  a  national  emergency  or  to  maintain  an  essential  research  and 
development  capibility  provided  by  an  educational  or  other  nonprofit 

48"Brooks  To  Press  for  His  Competition  Bill  Despite  Opposition  From  DoD.  OFPP,"  Federal 
Contracts  Report.  Vol.  41,  No.  14.  April  2, 1984,  page  383. 
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institution,  3)  sole  source  is  required  by  international  agreement  or  treaty, 
and  4)  a  statute  requiring  procurement  be  made  from  a  specified  source. 

The  most  controversial  portion  of  H.R.  5184  authorized  the  GAO  to 
decide  protests  concerning  alleged  violations  of  the  procurement  laws  and 
regulations  and  required  GAO  to  give  such  protests  "priority  consideration 
(but  generally  no  more  than  45  days).  Under  the  Brooks  bill,  all  protests 
would  go  to  the  Comptroller  General,  who  would  in  turn  notify  the  agency 
involved  within' one  day  of  the  protest  requiring  a  complete  report  within  25 
working  days  from  that  agency  If  the  contract  had  not  been  awarded  after 
receipt  of  the  protest,  action  would  be  taken  by  the  contracting  officer  to 
hold  that  award  in  abeyance  until  the  protest  was  resolved.  If  the  contract 
was  already  awarded,  contract  performance  would  be  ceased  or  the 
contract  shall  be  suspended"'  until  the  protest  was  resolved.  Only  when  an 
agency  could  prove  in  writing  that  the  suspension  of  a  contract,  as  a  result  of 
a  protest,  is  such  compelling,  exigent  circumstances  which  significantly 
affect  the  vital  interests  of  the  United  States'"  and  the  Comptroller  General  is 
advised  of  such  a  finding  can  the  agency  s  senior  procurement  executive 
continue  with  the  award  or  work.  Should  the  Comptroller  General  determine 
that  the  solicitation,  proposal  or  award  did  not  comply  with  the  law  or 
regulation,  he  can  recommend  that  the  agency: 

(a)  rerrain  from  exercising  any  of  its  options  under  the  contract, 

(b)  recompete  the  contract  immediately, 

(c)  issue  a  new  solicitation. 

(d)  terminate  the  contract. 

(e)  award  a  contract  consistent  with  the  requirement  of  such  law  or 

regulation, 


(f)  comply  with  any  combination  of  recommendations  under  clauses  (a), 
(b),  (c),  id),  and  (e)  and  with  such  additional  recommendations  as  the 
Comptroller  General  determines  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  promote 
compliance  with  procurement  law  and  regulations.4* 

In  addition,  the  Comptroller  General  could  award  protest  costs 

(including  attorney's  fees)  and  bid  and  proposal  preparation  costs. 

While  H  R.  5184  had  the  support  of  the  GAO  (they  were  eitensively 

consulted  during  the  entire  writing  of  the  bill)  and  several  other  mdusty 

groups,  it  had,  as  expected,  significant  criticism  from  the  Office  of  Federal 

Procurement  Policy,  Department  of  Defense,  the  American  Bar  Association 

and  the  Small  Business  Administration.  Only  weeks  after  H.R.  5184  was 

introduced,  OFPP  Administrator  Donald  Sowle  gave  his  opinion  to 

Representative  Brook  s  Sub-Committee.  "H.R.  5184  mandates  a  complex  and 

confusing  system  of  reviews  and  approvals  which  we  believe  will 

unnecessarily  impede  the  entire  procurement  process  and  therefore  we  must 

respectfully  oppose  the  bill  as  currently  drafted  "50  Deputy  Under  Secretary 

of  Defense  for  Acquisition  Management  Mary  Ann  Gilleece  indicated  that  the 

bill  was  "disjointed"  and  "will  wipe  out  almost  40  years  of  legal  precedent 

and  business  practices.'^1  Ms.  Gilleece  also  objected  to  the  section  of  the  bill 

giving  GAO  statutory  authority  to  adjudicate  bid  protests.  The  American  Bar 

Association's  O.S.  Hiestand  told  the  same  subcommittee  that  the  bill 

"overstructures  the  authorized  procurement  methods  and  mandates  reviews 


4<J'HR  5134.  The  '"Competition  in  Contracting  Act."  Introduced  by  Rep.  Jack  Brooks  (D- 
TEX.)."  Federal  Contracts  Report.  Vol.  41,  No.  13,  26  March  1984,  p.  574 

nks  To  Press  for  His  Competition  Bill  Despite  Opposition  From  DOD,  OFPP, "  Federal 
Contracts  Report,  Vol.  41,  No.  14,  2  April  1934  p.  585 

^Statement  on  HR.  5184  Competition  in  Contracting  Actof  1984  by  Ms.  Mary  Ann 
Gilleece.  Deputy  Under  Secretary  of  Defense,  Research  and  Engingeering  I  Acquisition 
Management)  Before  the  Subcommittee  on  Legislation  and  National  Security  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Government  Operations  United  States  House  of  Representatives. 
98th  Congress,  Second  Session,  March  29,  1984 
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and  approvals  which  will  unnecessarily  impede  effective  competition.  In 
addition,  it  proliferates  the  statutory  framework  for  procurement  rather 
than  consolidates  it.  "52 

With  or  without  criticism,  the  bill  safely  passed  through  the  House 
Government  Operations  subcommittee  in  early  April  1984  with  only  minor 
changes  but  ran  into  its  first  serious  political  opposition  in  full  committee 
when  the  Small  Business  Administration  charged  that  the  bill  would  destroy 
small  business  set-asides,  the  8(a)  program,  and  the  Small  Business 
Innovation  Research  (SBIR)  program. '53  Only  after  adding  provisions  to 
exempt  the  8(a)  program  from  the  bill,  and  reducing  tne  number  of  agency 
approvals  needed  for  conducting  procurements  under  limited  less  rigorous 
competition  did  the  bill  pass  the  full  committee  on  May  9,1984.  H.R.  5184  s 
next  major  hurdle  was  the  House  Armed  Services  Committee  which  was 
opposed,  not  to  the  competition  section,  but  the  bid  protest  procedures.  In 
addition,  committee  chairman,  Representative  Melvin  Price  (D-ILL)  had 
already  introduced  his  own  competition  bill,  H.R.  2545.  that  addressed  only 
Department  of  Defense  procurements  and  was  considerably  less  stringent 
than  the  Brooks  Bill. 

As  with  the  Senate  bill,  the  overview  of  H.R.  5184  has  left  out 
references  to  a  number  of  specific  rules  and  exceptions,  including  those 
round  to  be  repetitous  in  5.  338.  A  complete  text  or  H  R.  5154  is  found  in 
Appendix  B. 

^statement  on  HR.  5184CompeUtion  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984  by  Mr  0  S  Hiestand, 
former  chairman,  public  contract  lav  section,  American  Bar  Association  Before  the 
Subcommittee  on  Legislation  and  National  Security  of  the  House  Committee  on 
Government  Operations,  March  29,  1984 

33"Brooks  Competition  Bill  Defered.'  Federal  Contracts  Report.  Vol  41,  No  16,  16  April 
1984.  page  679 
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At  this  point,  Representative  Brooks'  bill  would  have  probably  been 
referred  to  other  House  committees  for  consideration  and  action  except  for 
the  fact  that  Senator  Cohen  was  successful  in  having  his  own  version  of  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  added  to  the  Deficit  Reduction  Act  of  1984  by 
amendment.  When  the  Deficit  Reduction  Act  was  sent  to  conference  in  the 
House,  Representative  Brooks  was  appointed  to  the  conference  committee 
along  with  members  of  the  House  and  Senate  Armed  Services  Committees 
and  Governmental  Operations/ Affairs  Committees.  Since  the  Senate  version, 
S.  338,  lacked  any  bid  protest  procedures,  Representative  Brooks  was 
successful  in  narrowly  getting  enough  votes  to  add  that  portion  of  his  bill  to 
the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  To  get  those  votes  and  to  pacify  the 
House  Armed  Services  Committee  members  in  the  conference,  a  seventh 
exception  to  the  requirement  for  competion  was  added  to  the  Senate  version 
of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  to  read  in  part:  when  the  head  of  the 
executive  agency  determines  that  it  is  necessary  in  the  public  interest  to 
use  procedures  other  than  competitive  procedures’’  and  he  "notifies  each 
House  of  Congress  in  writing  of  such  determination  not  less  than  30  days 
before  award  of  the  contract".  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  was  now 
in  its  final  form,  the  Senate  version  for  competition  and  the  House  version 
for  bid  protest  procedures.  Representative  Brooks'  comment  after  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  left  the  conference  was  to  wonder  how 
anyone  could  now  oppose  the  bill,  "I  wonder  about  the  efficacy  of  the  entire 
competition  bill  when  it  s  so  easy  to  get  out  of  it.  34  He  was  right.  The 

^"Conferees  Adopt  Sweeping  Language  To  Increase  Competition  In  Contracts, '  Federal 
Contracts  Report,  Vol  41,  No.  23, 18  June  1984,  page  1087 


Congress  passed  the  Deficit  Reduction  Act.  which  included  the  Competition  in 
Contracting  Act.  and  it  was  signed  into  law  on  July  18.  1984  by  President 
Reagan.  In  summary,  the  new  law  (found  in  its  entirety  in  Appendix  0 
provided  for  thw  following  major  changes  in  procurement  policy  and 
regulations.55 

•  eliminates  preference  for  Formal  Advertising  and  puts  Competitive 
Negotiation  on  the  same  level  as  Sealed  Bid  procedures. 

•  eliminates  the  seventeen  exceptions  to  Formal  Advertising  and 
establishes  seven  exceptions  under  which  "other  than  competitive 
procedures  may  be  used. 

•  requires  Sealed  Bid  procedures  when  the  four  conditions  noted  in  the 
Senate  version  were  met.  otherwise  competitive  proposals  shall  be 
requested. 

•  allows  agency  heads  to  exclude  a  particular  source  of  supply  in 
competitive  procedures  in  order  to  establish  or  maintain  an 
alternative  source  or  sources  of  supply  if  the  same  factors  of  the 
Senate  version  are  met. 

•  allows  the  head  of  an  agency  to  limit  competition  to  small  business 
concerns  only,  so  long  as  all  firms  within  that  category  are  allowed  to 
compete  (with  the  exception  of  the  8(a)  program  as  discussed  in  the 
H  R.  5184  version). 

•  exempts  SmaJl  Purchases  (under  $25,000)  but  states  competition  must 
be  promoted  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable. 

•  lowers  the  threshold  for  the  Truth  and  Negotiations  Act  from  $500,000 
to  $100,000. 

•  changed  the  required  times  for  Commerce  Business  Daily  notices  for 
solicitations  and  awards. 

•  requires  an  avocate  for  competition '  in  each  executive  agency 

•  requires  an  annual  report  to  Congress  from  each  agency. 

•  incorporates  the  protest  and  dispute  procedures  discussed  in  the  House 
version,  H  R.  5184. 


55  Analysis  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984."  Memorandum  from  Lee 
Doud.  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy.  1 1  July  1984 
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♦  requires  implementation  on  April  1,  1985  for  the  competition  portion 
of  the  act  and  January  15,  1985  for  the  protest  and  dispute 
procedures. 

D  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  has  described  the  evolution  of  the  concept  of  competition  in 
the  Federal  procurement  system.  Starting  with  the  Second  Continental 
Congress  through  the  formulation  of  the  final  version  of  the  Competition  in 
Contracting.  Act  of  1 98-4.  It  provided  a  perspective  of  the  events  that 
specifically  lead  up  to  both  the  House  and  Senate  versions  of  the  Act  and 
finally  the  consolidation  of  the  two  bills  to  form  CICA.  The  key  provisions  of 
both  the  House  and  Senate  bills  were  discussed  as  well  as  the  essential 
requirements  included  in  the  law  signed  by  President  Reagan  on  July  18. 
1 98-4.  The  next  chapter  will  discuss  the  implementation  of  CICA  within  the 
Federal  Government  and  specifically  the  Navy. 


IY.  IMPLEMENTATION  OP  THE  COMPETION  IN  CONTRACTING  ACT 


A.  CONTROVERSY 

Given  the  sweeping  changes  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  required 
of  the  Government  in  the  way  it  did  it  s  procurement  business,  no  portion  of 
the  new  law  had  as  much  attention  from  all  facets  of  the  procurement  triad 
as  the  bid  protest  provisions.  When  President  Reagan  signed  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  into  law  as  part  of  the  Deficit  Reduction  Act  of 
1984  (H  R.  4170)  he  declared  his  belief  that  certain  provisions  of  the  act 
were  unconstitutional  and  directed  the  Justice  Department  to  inform 
executive  branch  agencies  regarding  how  to  comply  with  these  provisions  in 
a  manner  “consistent  with  the  Constutution.'1  Specifically,  the  President 
stated: 

I  am  today  signing  H.R.  4170.  In  signing  this  important  legisition,  I 
must  vigorously  object  to  certain  provisions  that  would 
unconstitutionally  attempt  to  delagate  to  the  Comptroller  General  of 
the  United  States,  an  officer  of  the  Congress,  the  power  to  perform 
duties  and  responsibilities  that  in  our  constitutional  system  may  be 
performed  only  by  officials  of  the  executive  branch.  This 
administrations  position  on  the  unconstitutionality  of  these 
provisions  was  clearly  articulated  to  Congress  by  the  Department  of 
Justice  on  April  20.  1984.  I  am  instructing  the  Attorney  General  to 
inform  all  executive  branch  agencies  as  soon  as  possible  with  respect 
to  how  they  may  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  bill  in  a  manner 
consistent  with  the  constitution.2 

In  the  letter  the  President  referred  to,  the  Justice  Department  claimed 
that  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  as  it  was  then  drafted  in  the  form  of 


^The  President's  Suspention  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  Is 
Unconstitutional*.  Seventh  Report  by  the  Committee  on  Government  Operations.  May 
21. 19S3.  U  S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Vashington.  D  C.  1983.  page  3. 

2*The  President's  Suspention". 


H.R.  518-4,  “may  give  rise  to  substantial  constitutional  problems  in  that  it 
abridges  the  doctrine  of  separation  of  powers."3  According  to  the  Justice 
Department,  the  bill  did  so  on  three  counts,  all  in  the  bid  protest  review 
provisions.  First,  the  Department  believed  that  the  section  which  authorized 
the  General  Accounting  Office  to  review  certain  procurement  cases  referred 
to  the  audit  agency  by  Federal  courts,  would  violate  the  separation  of  powers 
doctrine  by  allowing  the  Comptroller  General  to  eiercise  a  judicial  function- 
specifically,  the  interpretation  of  laws.  Second,  the  Department  asserted  that 
the  section  which  provided  an  automatic  stay  oi  procurement  award  or 
contract  performance  while  the  Comptroller  General  reviewed  procurement 
protests  also  violated  the  separation  of  powers  doctrine.  The  Department 
indicated  that  this  would  amount  to  an  eiercise  of  power  “effectively  to 
block  Executive  action  outside  the  legislative  process'  and  that  when  the 
Comptroller  General  used  his  discretion  to  lift  the  stay,  would  permit  an 
“action  having  legal  efTect  on  the  rights  and  obligations  of  persons  outside 
the  Legislative  Branch  *  The  third  Department  objection  was  on  the  section 
which  authorized  the  Comptroller  General  in  his  review  of  bid  protests,  to 
make  a  determination  of  the  costs,  including  attorney's  Tees,  to  which  the 
protester  is  entitled.  Again,  the  Department  claimed  that  this  was  a  judicial 
function  that  could  not  be  performed  by  a  legislative  officer  under  the 
doctrine  of  the  separation  of  powers. 

As  directed  by  the  President,  the  Justice  Department  subsequently 
prepared  a  memorandum  that  provided  the  Departments  advice  to  the 

3McConnell.  Robert  A.,  Assistant  Attorney  General,  letter  to  Honorable  Jack  Brooks, 
Chairman.  Committee  on  Government  Operations.  House  of  Representatives. 

Vasbington,  D  C.  20313  dated  20  April  1984 
^McConnell. 
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executive  agencies  regarding  implementation  of  the  Act.  In  that  lengthy 
memorandum  from  the  Office  of  Counsel  to  the  Attorney  General  dated  17 
October  1 984.  the  Justice  Department  outlined  its  case  against  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act's  bid  protest  provisions.  In  part  the 
memorandum  stated: 

In  summary,  we  believe  that  the  stay  provisions.  .  are 
unconstitutional  and  should  be  severed  in  their  entirety  from  the 
remainder  of  the  Act.  In  addition,  the  damages  provision  is  similarly 
unconstitutional  and  should  be  severed  from  the  rest  of  C1CA. 
Because  these  provisions  are  unconstitutional,  they  can  neither  bind 
the  Executive  Branch  nor  provide  authority  for  Executive  actions. 
Thus,  the  Executive  Branch  should  take  no  action,  including  the 
issuance  of  regulations,  based  upon  these  invalid  provisions. 

We  recommend  that  Executive  Branch  agencies  implement  these 
legal  conclusions  in  the  following  manner.  First,  with  respect  to  the 
stay  piovisions,  all  executive  agencies  should  proceed  with  the 
procurement  process  as  though  no  stay  provision  were  contained  in 
the  CICA. . . 

With  respect  to  the  damages  provision...executive  agencies  should 
under  no  circumstances  comply  with  awards  of  costs  including 
attorney  s  fees  or  bid  preparation  costs,  made  by  the  Comptroller 
General  on  the  merits  of  any  application  for  a  damage  award  except 
to  state  that  the  Executive  Branch  regards  the  damages  provisions  as 
unconstitutional^ 

The  Attorney  General  himself,  however,  did  not  take  a  public  position  on  the 
matter  until  November  21.  1984-over  a  month  after  the  Simms 
memorandum  was  widely  distributed  withir  the  Federal  Government.  At 
that  time  Attorney  General  Smith  officially  notified  Congress  in  the  form  of 
letters  to  Vice  President  George  Bush,  President  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Honorable  Thomas  P.  O'Neill,  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives  that 


3simms.  Larry  L.  'Implementation  of  the  Bid  Protest  Provisions  of  the  Competiton  in 
Contracting  Act.'  Memorandum  For  The  Attorney  General  from  the  Acting  Assistant 
Attorney  General,  Oflics  of  Legal  Counsel.  17  October  1984. 


49 


these  provisions  of  the  act  to  be  unconstitutional  and  that  they  would  not  be 
implemented.  Armed  with  the  Attorney  General's  opinion.  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (0MB)  Director  David  Stockman  ordered  Federal 
officials  to  violate  the  law.  Under  the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy 
Act,  Stockman  had  the  ultimate  directive  authority  over  all  Government 
procurement  matters.  On  December  17,  1984,  Stockman  issued  0MB  Bulletin 
No.  85-8  which  stated,  among  other  things  that  the  Executive  Branch  would 
not  comply  with  the  bid  protest  portions  of  the  Act. 

On  February  28,  and  March  7,  1985,  the  Legislation  and  National 
Security  Subcommittee  conducted  hearings  on  the  constitutionality  of  the 
challenged  provisions  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  and  on  the 
refusal  of  the  administration  to  enforce  it.  As  stated  by  Chairman  Brooks 
during  the  hearing.  The  ultimate  question  which  the  subcommittee  must 
address  in  this  hearing  is:  Can  the  President  of  the  United  States  unilateraly 
declare  a  portion  of  a  public  law  to  be  unconstitutional  and  then  refuse  to 
enforce  it?'6  In  addition  to  other  testimony,  the  committtee  received 
unanimous  testimony  from  several  noted  constitutional  scholars  that  the 
executive  branch  action  ordering  the  suspension  of  portions  of  the  Competion 
in  Contracting  Act  was  unconstitutional,  including  Professors  Eugene 
Gressman  of  the  University  of  North  Carolina,  Mark  Tushnet  of  Georgetown 
University.  Sanford  Levinson  of  the  University  of  Texas  and  Professor 
Emeritus  Arthur  Miller  of  George  Washington  University. 


6*Conlilutionality  of  GAO's  Bid  Protest  Function",  Hearings  before  a  Subcommittee  of  the 
Committee  On  Government  Operations.  House  of  Representatives.  Ninety-Ninth 
Congress.  February  28  and  March  7, 198?.  US  Government  Printing  Office.  Washington. 
DC.  1983. 


The  legal  community,  however,  was  not  entirely  unanimous.  In  a  paper 
discussing  the  industry  perspective  the  law  firm  of  Crowell  and  Moring 
round  little  merit  with  the  Department  of  Justice's  opinion  that  the  stay 
provision  was  unconstitutional  but  had  this  to  say  about  the  mandatory 
payment  procedures  for  bid  and  proposal  costs,  "Such  adjudicatory  power 
requires  either  judical  or  executive  authority  that  is  not  possessed  by 
officers  of  the  legislative  branch  and  therefore  mandatory  monetary  awards 
by  the  GAO  under  the  CICA  may  be  unconstitutional.  "7 

Despite  the  Justice  Departments  opinion,  the  Comptroller  General 
published  its  new  bid  protest  rules  to  implement  the  Act  only  days  after 
Stockman  s  memorandum  in  the  Federal  Register  on  December  20,  1984. 
Those  rules,  effective  on  January  15.  1985,  provided  for  the  stay  of  contract 
award  pending  GAO's  resolution  of  the  protest  and  provided  for  the  GAO  to 
require  an  ofTeror  to  make  the  monetary  awards  stated  in  the  Act.  On  1 5 
January  1985.  the  Director  or  the  Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  Secretariat 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  Federal  Aquisition  Circular  (FAC)  84-6, 
which  contained  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act,  including  the  bid- protest 
provisions.  Concerning  the  disputed  GAO  bid-protest  provisions.  FAC  84-6 
contained  an  introductory  note  which  cited  the  Department  of  Justice 
position  that  the  Act  s  provisions  for  staying  awards  and  awarding  damages 
are  unconstitutional. 


7Crovell.  Eldon  H.  “An  Industry  Perspective  on  Procurement  Under  The  Competition  in 
Contracting  Act  of  1984*  A  paper  done  under  the  letterhead  of  Croveil  end  Moring.  A 
Legal  Firm,  undated. 
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The  next  and  most  obvious  level  of  this  controversy  was  in  the  courts. 

Litigation  that  arose  over  the  constitutionality  of  the  disputed  provisions  of 

the  Act.  Specifically,  those  cases  were: 

Lear  Siealer.  Inc  v.  United  States.  Gvil  Action  No.  85-11 25KN  (CD.  Cal.) 

Pitnev-Bowes.  Inc,  v.  United  States.  Gvil  Action  No.  85-832  (D.  D.C) 

Ameren.  Inc,  v.  U.S.  Army  Corns  of  Engineers.  Gvil  Action  No.  85-I364A  (D. 
N.J.) 

While  the  exact  nature  of  these  cases  is  immaterial  to  the  issues  involved, 
their  outcome  was.  In  the  first  of  these  cases  to  be  resolved,  Judge  Harold  A. 
Ackerman  of  tne  US.  District  Court  for  the  District  of  New  Jersey  stated  on 
March  27,  1985  concerning  the  Ameron  case  "I  find  that  the  facts  do  not 
bear  out  (the  Government  s)  attempt  to  label  the  Comptroller  General  a 
legislative  officer  and  call  his  stay  function  a  legislative  veto."*  Two  months 
later  on  May  28,  1985  Judge  Ackerman  issued  a  permanent  injuction 
requiring  the  Defense  Department  and  the  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
to  comply  with  the  stay  provisions  of  the  Act  essentially  stating  that  the 
Governments  arguments  that  the  Comptroller  General  cannot 
constitutionally  carry  out  the  duties  assigned  under  CICA  to  be  as 
unpersuasive  then  as  they  were  two  months  ago.9 

While  the  courts  were  hearing  the  cases,  the  House  Judiciary  Committee 
took  a  new  approach  to  force  the  Justice  Department  s  hand.  On  May  8,  1985 
the  Committee  approved  a  proposal  to  ban  funding  of  the  Attorney  General's 
Office  in  the  Fiscal  Tear  1986  Department  of  Justice  Authorization  bUl  until 

*‘Nev  Jersey  Court  Upholds  CICA  Stay  Provision;  D  C.  Court  Hears  Arguments'.  Federal 
Contracts  Report.  Vol.  43.  No.  13.  April  1. 1983.  page534. 

9"Federai  Judge  Orders  DOD.  0MB To  Comply  Vith  CICA,"  Federal  Contracts  Report.  Vol. 
43.  No.  22.  June  3. 1983.  page  1003 
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tie  ordered  federal  agencies  to  comply  with  the  Competition  in  Contracting 
Act  s  stay  provision.  The  amendment  introduced  by  Representative  Jack 
Brooks  (D-Tex.)  was  passed  by  21-12  margin  read  as  follows: 

None  of  the  sums  authorized  to  be  appropriated  by  this  Act  may  be 
used  for  the  Office  of  the  Attorney  General  (including  the  personnel 
of  such  office)  unless  and  until  the  Attorney  General  directs  ail 
federal  agencies  and  departments  to  execute  all  provisions  of  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984.10 

On  3  June,  1983  Attorney  Generl  Edwin  Meese  announced  that  he  would 

advise  federal  agencies  to  comply  with  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act, 

pending  an  appellate  court  ruling  on  the  statute's  constitutionality.  Not  long 

after  the  Attorney  General's  announcement,  Budget  Director  Stockman 

rednded  his  previous  order,  OMB  No.  85-8.  It  wasn't  until  FAC  84-9  was 

issued  on  June  20,  1985  that  full  compliance  with  all  provisions  of  the  Act 

was  formally  directed  to  all  federal  agencies. 

B.  AMENDING  THE  FEDERAL  ACQUISITION  REGULATIONS  (FAR) 

As  the  Competion  in  Contracting  Act  required  implementation  in  the  FAR 
by  March  31,  1985  the  two  procurement  policy  Councils,  the  Defense 
Acquisition  Regulatory  Council  and  the  Gvilian  Agency  Council,  created  a 
special  task  group  consisting  of  five  representatives  from  each  Council.  The 
task  group  had  two  co-chairmen,  one  from  one  of  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  one  from  one  of  the  civilian  agencies.  This  task  group  would  draft  the 
amendments  to  the  FAR  which  would  implement  the  Act.  By  mid-July  1984, 


10’House  Panel  Adepts  Ban  On  Funds  To  Attorney  General  For  Ignoring  CICA,"  Federal 
Contracts  Report,  Vol.  43.  No.  19.  May  13, 1983.  page  856. 
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the  heads  of  the  two  Councils  had  developed  a  schedule  for  the  drafting  and 
promulgation  of  the  FAR  amendments.  In  efTect  it  proceeded  as  follows: 

•  July  16,  1984:  A  master  schedule  was  developed  and  approved  for 
drafting  and  issuing  the  FAR  amendments.  Congress  was  notified  of  this 
schedule  by  August  1.  One  aspect  of  this  plan  was  that  the  FAR 
amendments  would  occur  in  a  single  Federal  Aquisition  Circular  (FAC). 

•  July  23,  1984:  The  task  group  was  formed  to  draft  the  FAR 
amendments.  The  task  group  consisted  of  10  persons,  five  from  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  five  from  the  civilian  agencies.  The  task 
group  reported  to  the  two  Councils. 

•  July  24. 1984:  A  notice  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register,  asking  for 
comments  from  any  member  of  the  public  on  the  content  of  the  Act 
itself  and  for  suggestions  on  how  the  Councils  and  their  task  group 
should  go  about  implementing  the  Act  in  the  FAR.  The  deadline  for 
receipt  of  such  suggestions  was  August  24.  1984. 

•  July  24,  1984:  By  the  time  of  the  Federal  Register  notice  specific 
instructions  were  given  to  the  task  group  by  the  chairman  of  the  two 
Councils.  These  instructions  listed  the  major  policy  subjects  which  their 
drafting  would  have  to  confront.  On  this  date  the  task  group  began 
work,  with  a  request  that  they  report  back  to  the  Councils  on  September 
; ,  1984,  with  a  draft  o£  ail  FAR  revisions. 

•  September  1.  1984:  The  task  group  furnished  its  draft  to  the  two 
Councils. 

•  September,  1984:  Throughout  the  month  of  September  the  two  Councils 
met  to  deliberate  the  postitions  proposed  by  their  task  group.  By  the 
end  of  September  the  councils  had  agreed  to  a  final  position. 

•  October  1,  to  October  9,  1984:  The  FAR  amendments  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  with  a  request  for  prompt  public  comment. 

•  October,  1984:  Comments  were  received  from  approximately  thirty 
organizations  and  a  few  individuals,  accumulating  to  approximately  two 
hundred  separate  matters.  Most  of  the  comments  concerned  matters  of 
editing  and  typography.  In  response  to  certain  comments  the  Councils 
were  persuaded  to  place  the  subject  of  bid  protests  in  Part  33  of  the 
FAR.  rather  than  leaving  it  in  Part  14  as  it  had  been  since  the  rirst 
publication  of  the  FAR. 

•  Mid-November,  1984:  Although  the  Councils  and  the  task  group  had 
planned  upon  making  the  amendments  to  the  FAR  in  a  single  Federal 
Acquisiton  Circular,  it  had  begun  to  appear  that  a  single  FAC  would  not 
be  possible  because  the  final  rules  of  the  GAO  and  the  General  Services 
Board  of  Contract  Appeals  (GSBCA)  on  bid  protests  were  not  available. 
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As  a  result  it  was  decided  to  issue  two  FAC's:  84-5  and  84-6.  FAC  84-5 
would  implement  most  of  the  FAR  amendments.  FAC  84-6  covered  bid 
protests. 

•  Late  November.  1984:  Final  preparations  were  made  for  printing  and 
publishing  FAC  84-5. 

•  January  1 1,  1985:  FAC  85-5  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  It  is 
effective  as  published  (on  April  1,  1985)  but  nominally  it  is  a  tempcry 
regulation,  so  that  there  will  be  an  opportunity  for  public  comment  for 
60  days.  The  notice  stated  that  it  may  be  amended  before  becoming 
effective  and  if  so  it  will  be  published  in  final  form  in  the  Federal 
Register  at  the  end  of  the  60 -day  period. 

•  January  15.  1985:  FAC  84-6  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

•  April  1,  1985.  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  was  impemented. 


C  PROBLEMS  WITH  THE  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT'S  IMPLEMENTATION  OF 
THE  COMPETITION  IN  CONTRACTING  ACT 

Shortly  after  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  was  signed  into  law,  the 
two  sponsors,  Senator  Cohen  and  Representative  Brooks  sent  a  format 


request  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  (GAO)  on  August  1,  1984  that 
|jj  requested  GAO  to  establish  an  inter -divisional  task  force  to  review  the 

impementation  of,  and  subsequent  compliance  with  the  act  by  Federal 

•  .  • 

agencies.1 1  Subsequent  to  this  request  came  a  number  of  other  requests  in 


<\V 


conjunction  with  GAO's  study  to  look  at  other  issues  that  arose  before  the 
April  1,  1985  implementation  of  the  Act.  A  summary  of  these  findings  by 
GAO  was  published  in  their  report  dated  August  21,  1985  titled  "Federal 
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1 1  Latter  to  The  Honorable  Charles  A.  Bovsher,  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  Slates 
from  Williams  Cohen.  Chairman,  Subcommittee  on  Oversight  of  Government 
Management.  Senate  Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs  and  Jack  Brooks,  Chairman. 
House  Committee  on  Government  Operations  dated  August  1 , 1984. 
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Regulations  Need  To  Be  Revised  To  Fully  Realize  The  Purposes  Of  The 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984".12 

In  addition  to  testimony  concerning  the  Administrations  refusal  to 
comply  with  the  bid  protest  portion  of  the  Act,  Congress  requested  on  March 
19,  1985  that  GAO  perform  a  limited  survey  of  the  readiness  of  selected 
Federal  organizations  to  begin  implementing  the  competition  act  on 
solicitations  issued  after  March  31,  1985  as  required.  The  objectives  of  that 
survey  were  to  learn  whether  and  to  what  extent  selected  procuring 
organizations,  mostly  within  the  Department  of  Defense,  might  be 
experiencing  or  expecting  problems  in  meeting  the  Act's  implementation  and 
to  help  determine  whether  extending  the  legislative  implementation  date 
was  warranted.  The  results  of  this  survey  were  submitted  in  a  report  dated 
April  8,  1985.  In  summary,  officials  at  nine  of  the  fifteen  organizations 
contacted  indicated  that  extending  the  Act's  deadline  was  not  warranted 
based  on  problems  experienced  or  expected  in  their  organizations.  All  three 
Army  organizations  contacted  as  well  as  the  Defense  Logistics  Agency  and 
the  General  Services  Administration's  Federal  Supply  Service  declared  they 
were  ready  to  implement  the  Act.  Four  oT  the  ten  Navy  and  Air  Force 
organizations  contacted  also  indicated  that  extension  of  the  implementation 
date  was  not  warranted  but  the  remaining  six  said  it  was. <3  In  briefing 
Congress  on  March  20  !  985.  GAO  stated  that  even  if  legislation  could  have 
been  developed  and  enacted  quickly,  providing  an  across-the-board' 

^"Federal  Regulations  Need  To  Be  Revised  To  Fully  Realize  The  Purposes  of  The 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984,"  Report  By  The  Comptroller  General  of  the 
United  Stales.  GA0/0GC-85-14.  August  21. 1985. 

13’ Limited  Sumy  of  the  Need  to  Delay  Implementation  of  the  Competion  in  Contracting 
Act  of  1984/  Letter  to  The  Honorable  Jack  Brooks  and  The  Honorable  William  S  Cohen 
from  Charles  A  Bovsher.  Comptroller  General  of  the  United  States  dated  April  8. 1985 


Ah  ftJi  Api/ViVtfiA/eGjA  lAi  4  t 


extension  so  close  to  the  implementation  date  would  have  probably  created 
more  disruption  and  confusion  for  the  organizations  that  were  ready  than  it 
would  have  prevented  for  those  that  were  not  ready. 

On  April  26,  1985  Congress  requested  that  GAO  provide  them  with  a 
report  summarizing  their  review  of  the  Federal  agencies  regulatory 
implementation  of  the  competition  act  as  of  April  1,  1985.  Within  this 
review  GAO  analyzed  FAR  changes  in  comparison  to  the  actual  requirements 
of  the  Act  and  the  House  and  Senate  Conference  Committee  report  (Report 
Number  98-861),  which  explains  the  Congressional  intent  of  the  Act.  In  its 
final  report,  the  GAO  provided  fourteen  specific  changes  needed  in  the  FAR 
to  be  consistent,  with  the  statutory  provisions  as  well  as  statements  of 
Congressional  intent.  In  addition,  the  GAO  provided  three  other  FAR 
revisions  needed  to  better  implement  the  objectives  of  the  Act.  Specifically 
they  were: 

•  Provide  discretion  to  agency  heads  to  prescribe  dollar  thresholds  of  less 
than  J  100,000  relating  to  requirements  for  certified  cost  or  pricing  data 
on  contract  and  sub -contract  modifications. 

•  Give  more  discretion  to  contracting  officers  to  obtain  certified  cost  or 
pricing  data  when  deemed  necessaiy  to  ensure  that  prices  are  fair  and 
reasonable  on  awards  under  8100,000. 

•  Strengthen  the  requirements  relating  to  procurement  planning.1* 

In  response  to  the  GAO  report  of  the  Federal  Governments 
implementation  of  the  Act  s  statutory  provisions  as  well  as  the  Congressional 
intent,  the  DAR  Council  addressed  each  of  the  issues  raised  in  a  letter  to 


1  ^"Federal  Regulations  Need  To  Be  Revised  To  Fully  Realize  The  Purposes  of  The 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984,*,  page  31 . 
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Congress  in  August  1 985.15  The  DAR  Council  maintained  that  the  GAO 
commented  on  early  draft  versions  of  the  FAR  revisions  before  they 
received  numerous  public  comments  and  had  a  chance  to  implement  those 
necessary  changes.  The  letter  went  on  to  say  that  a  number  of  changes 
recommended  in  the  GAO  report  were,  in  fact,  already  being  made  as  a  result 
of  both  the  public  comments  and  the  report  with  some  exceptions.  The 
biggest  issue  was  the  FAR  use  of  class  justifications  for  sole-source  contracts. 
FAR  6.303- Kc)  permited  justifications  relating  to  the  first  six  exceptions 
from  the  requirement  for  full  and  open  competition  to  be  made  on  a  class 
basis.  The  GAO  believed  that  such  class  justifications  were  inconsistent  with 
Congressional  intent.  The  DAR  Council  disagreed  and  stated  the  FAR  would 
remain  as  written.  By  not  commenting  on  those  express  disagreements 
between  the  GAO  and  the  DAR  Council,  Congress  indirectly  agreed  with  the 
DAR  Council  and  no  futher  comments  were  made.  The  final  coverage  of  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  was  issued  in  February  1986  in  Federal 
Acquisition  Circular  (FAC)  84-13. 

D.  THE  NAVY'S  IMPLEMENTATION  OF  THE  COMPETITON  IN  CONTRACTING 

ACT 

The  Navy's  intensive  program  for  competition  began  several  years 
before  the  passage  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  In  February  1982 
the  Chief  of  Naval  Material  issued  a  letter  that  implemented  a  formal  Navy- 
wide  program  to  Increase  competition.16  While  this  was  primarily  initiated 


l3spector,  Eleanor  R..  Allan  W.  Beres,  S.J.  Evans.  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Defease  letter  to  Hoaorabie  Jack  Brooks.  Chairman.  Committee  on  Govern  meat 
Operations,  House  of  Representatives,  Washington,  D  C.  2031)  dated  August  16, 19S3 
16Chief  of  Naval  Material  Letter,  Serial  00/011 1  of  1  February  19S2 


as  a  result  or  the  numerous  spare  parts  Horror  stories',  the  Navy  was 
recognizing  that  competition  was,  in  fact,  a  prudent  business  decision.  This 
program  called  for  the  written  appointment  of  a  competition  advocate  and 
ibe  establishment  of  competition  goals  for  each  Navy  contracting  activity 
having  authority  over  $100,000.  It  also  required  the  Naval  Supply  Systems 
Command,  as  head  of  contracting  activity  for  the  Navy  Field  Contracting 
System,  to  establish  controls  to  ensure  that  all  other  field  contracting 
activities  obtain  competition  to  the  maximum  extent  possible.  For  the  first 
time,  competition  was  seriously  considered  a  command  responsibility.  It 
was  noted  in  the  Chief  of  Naval  Material  letter  that  maximum  practical 
competition  could  not  be  obtained  without  cooperative  efforts  of  program, 
technical  and  contracting  personnel  and  was  made  to  be  a  management 
objective  for  all  senior  civilian  and  military  personnel.  In  addition,  it  made 
each  command's  competition  program  a  special  interest  item  for  all 
Contracting  Management  Reviews  (CMR).  In  July  of  the  following  year  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  established  a  flag  officer  position  of  Competition 
Advocate  General.  This  officer's  responsibilities  include  review  of  all 
noncompetitive  procurements  over  $10,000,000  in  value  and  review  of 
acquisition  plans  for  all  major  programs.  In  addition,  he  is  to  make 
recommendations  regarding  competition  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  for  Shipbuilding  and  Logistics,  who  has  the  final  authority  in  his  role  as 
the  Navy  senior  procurement  executive.  This  arrangement  allows  the  Navy  s 
civilian  leadership  to  exercise  control  over  the  long-range  business  planning 
for  major  acquisition  programs  and  to  help  ensure  that  competition  is 
planned  for  early  in  each  acquisition. 


Between  July  1 984.  when  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  was  signed 
into  law  and  October  1984  little  was  seen  publicly  from  the  Navy  concerning 
its  implementation.  In  fact,  the  Navy's  Defense  Acquisition  Regulation  (DAR) 
staff  was  putting  together  their  input  to  the  task  group  for  the  eventual 
Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  (FAR)  changes  as  well  as  the  needed  changes 
to  the  Navy  Acquisition  Regulation  supplement  to  the  FAR  or  the  NARSUP. 
In  a  memorandum  from  the  Navy's  Director  of  Acquisition  Regulations, 
Michael  D.  Stafford,  on  July  18.  1984  to  the  various  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  staff  directors  and  the  Naval  Material  Command  the  Act  was 
summarized  as  follows,  “In  a  nutshell,  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of 
1984  removes  the  statutory  underpinnings  that  the  Federal  Procurement 
System  has  had  for  the  past  35  years.*17 

Within  the  Navy  itself,  the  implementation  of  the  Act  was  essentially 
broken  into  three  different  areas;  policy,  training  and  the  action  ofTice  for 
carrying  them  out.  The  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Tor  Shipbuiding  and 
Logistics  provided  the  Tlrst  policies  for  implementation  in  a  memorandum 
for  the  Chier  of  Naval  Material  on  January  4.  1985.  In  this  memorandum 
Secretary  Everett  Pyatt,  as  the  Navy  Senior  Procurement  Executive,  outlined 
five  broad  areas  which  he  required  the  Chief  to  carry  out.  Briefly,  these 
areas  were  as  follows: 

1.  Requests  for  Authority  to  Negotiate  (RAN)  and  Determination  and 
Findings  for  negotiated  procurements  (D&F)  were  no  longer  required 
after  3 1  March  1985.  In  addition  the  requirement  Tor  submission  of  R 
8c  D  procurement  requests  to  ASSTSECNAV  (RE&S)  was  deleted 
effective  1  April  1985. 


17'DAR  Council  Meetings.'  Memorandum  from  Michael  D  Stafford,  Director.  Acquistion 
Regulations,  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy.  18  July  1984. 
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2.  The  acquisition  plan  (APJ  required  by  the  Federal  Acquisition 
Regulations,  implemented  on  1  April  the  previous  year,  were  now  the 
new  principal  document  for  all  program  review  and  oversight. 

3.  The  new  requirement  for  a  Justification  and  Approval  (JfitA)  for  other 
than  full  and  open  competition  procurements  was  deiiniated.  The 
Secretary's  office  must  approve  those  in  excess  of  510  million,  the  head 
of  the  procuring  activity  must  approve  those  above  51  million  threshold, 
and  the  competition  advocate  of  the  procuring  activity  must  approve 
those  above  the  5100,000  threshold.  j&A  approval  was  required  prior 
to  commencement  of  negotiations.  The  Secretary  clearly  made  the  point 
that  the  Acquisition  Plan  and  the  Justification  and  Approval  were  two 
distinct  documents.  The  Acquisition  Plan  was  required  regardless  of  the 
competitive  nature  of  the  proposed  procurement,  whereas  the 
Justification  and  Approval  was  required  only  for  other  than  full  and 
open  competition. 

A.  The  current  requirements  for  approval  of  shipbuilding  contracts  and 
preaward  notification  of  impending  contracts  in  excess  of  53  million  was 
continued. 

5.  The  Secretary's  office  was  to  be  responsible  for  routing  all  Acquisition 
Plans  and  Justification  and  Approvals  within  the  Secretariat.14 

The  overall  responsibility  for  training  remained  in  the  Assistant 

Secretary's  office,  and  specifically  with  the  Navy's  member  of  the  Defense 

Acquisition  Regulation  (DAR)  Council  staff.  Initally  the  DAR  Council  tried  to 

establish  a  joint  training  program  in  conjunction  with  the  civilian  agencies 

but  the  idea  never  came  to  fruitation.  The  lack  of  interest  by  the  civilian 

agencies  and  the  different  organizational  structures  made  it  logistically 

impossible.  The  next  plan  was  to  work  with  the  General  Services 

Administration  (GSA)  within  their  ten  regions.  Inquiries  were  made  as  to 

who  would  attend  and  how  many  to  establish  a  schedule  and  training 

requirements.  The  lack  of  response  to  this  idea  also  cancelled  this  plan. 

Eventually  an  hour  and  half  briefing  was  given  to  representatives  of  all  Navy 


18“PoUcies  For  Implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  198-4,“ 
Memorandum  For  the  Chief  of  Naval  Material  from  Everett  PyaU,  Assistant  Secreatary  of 
the  Navy  (Shipbuilding  and  Logistics).  January  4.  1983 
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Systems  Commands  by  the  Navy's  member  of  the  DAR  Council.  After  that 
each  System  Command  was  to  organize  its  own  training  plan.  These  plans 
ranged  from  putting  together  brief  seminars  to  arranging  an  office  to  answer 
questions  and  handle  problems. 

Fortunately  for  most  contracting  activities,  the  National  Contract 
Management  Association  (NCMA)  sponsored  what  was  probably  the  most 
comprehensive  coverage  of  the  competition  act  in  a  number  of  one  day 
seminars  around  the  country  intitled  "Competition-The  Law  of  the  Land".  At 
these  seminars.  Government  and  industry  procurement  professionals  were 
given  an  opportunity  to  listen  to  eiperts  in  the  field  of  acquisition  explain 
the  unique  provisions  of  the  Act  and  how  it  applied  to  them.  Questions  and 
comments  were  encouraged  giving  everyone  concerned  a  direct  rorum  to  get 
answers  to  the  questions  not  addressed  by  their  own  agencies  or 
organizations. 

As  the  action  ofTice  for  carrying  out  the  Secretary's  policies,  the  Deputy 
Commander  for  Contracts  in  the  Naval  Material  Command  issued  its  first 
message  on  10  November  1984  that  briefly  descriDed  what  the  Act  was  all 
about  and  its  implications.19  In  a  second  message  to  all  contracting  activities 
on  18  January  1985  the  Material  Command  essentially  expounded  on 
Secretary  Pyatt's  memorandum  of  4  January  1985.20  Unlike  the  new 
Federal  Acquisition  Regulation  (FAR)  implementation  on  April  1,  1984,  there 
was  no  Plan  of  Action  and  Milestones  (POAM)  designed  Tor  the  new 
procedures  and  policies  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  While  this  did 

Implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984.”.  Chief  of  Naval 
Material  Message  152209Z  November  1984. 

^’Implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1984,”,  Chief  of  Naval 
Material  Message  1 82226 Z  January  1985. 
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not  seriously  impact  those  major  programs  at  the  Systems  Command  level,  it 
left  those  contracting  activities  in  the  field  to  fend  for  themselves,  !t  wasn't 
until  February  of  1985  that  the  Naval  Supply  Systems  Command  began 
putting  on  one  day  seminars  sponsored  primarily  by  the  Navy  Regional 
Contracting  Commands.  More  often  than  not.  these  seminars  left  the 
participants  with  more  questions  than  answers.  The  pending 
disestablishment  of  the  Naval  Material  Command  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  only  added  to  the  problem  of  where  to  turn  to  for  guidance  and 
assistance.  Of  primary  concern  to  the  field  level  activities  was  not 
necessarily  policy  matters,  but  rather  administrative  ones.  The  late 
dissemenation  of  the  forms  required,  the  Navy  Acquisition  Regulation 
Supplement  (NARSUP)  to  the  FAR  and  new  contract  procedures  caused 
considerable  consternation.  Interviews  with  System  Command  and  field 
activities  Contracting  Officers  indicated  that  once  again  it  was  perceived  by 
the  technical  side  or  the  house  that  “those?  contracting  types"  had  a  new  way 
of  doing  business  but  couldn't  tell  them  succinctly  what  it  was  or  how  it  was 
going  to  impact  on  them.  These  interviews  also  showed  that  in  most 
instances,  the  new  policies  required  by  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act 
were  not  clearly  defined  to  all  of  the  program  managers  until  after  the  actual 
implementation  on  1  April  1985. 

One  of  the  distinct  advantages  the  Navy  did  have  when  the  Act  was 
implemented,  was  the  network  of  Competition  Advocates  at  each  command. 
Througn  these  advocates  the  emphasis  for  competition  was  continually 
reinforced  by  the  Navy  s  OTTice  of  the  Competion  Advocate  General.  Rear 
Admiral  Stuart  Platt,  appointed  as  the  first  Competion  Advocate  General  in 


July  1983,  maintained  high  visibility  throughout  the  entire  implementation 
process.  Through  RADM  Platts  numerous  speeches,  correspondence, 
decisions  and  Competition  Communiques'.  Contracting  Officers  and 
Competition  Advocates  interviewed  felt  they  were  able  to  make  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  a  positive  step  forward  in  the  way  the  Navy 
conducts  its  business  rather  than  another  law  imposed  on  an  already 
overworked  and  over-legislated  contracting  system. 

E.  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  provided  a  review  of  the  implementation  of  the  Competition 
in  Contracting  Act  of  1984.  It  began  with  the  controversy  concerning  the 
Executive  Branch's  contention  that  the  bid  protest  provisions  of  CICA  were 
unconstitutional  and  therefore  should  not  be  implemented.  This  controversy 
lead  to  both  legislative  and  judical  actions  that  finally  convinced  the 
Attorney  General  to  comply  wiih  all  provisions  of  CICA,  almost  six  months 
after  the  inital  implementation  date.  As  the  Act  required  an  extensive 
rewriting  of  the  Federal  Acquisition  Regulations,  the  events  that  lead  up  to 
and  followed  the  April  l,  1983  implementation  date  were  reviewed. 
Included  in  this  review  was  the  actions  taken  by  Congress,  the  GAC  and  the 
Department  of  Defense  concerning  the  various  interpretations  of  the  Act. 
Finally,  the  manner  in  which  the  Navy  implemented  CICA  was  discussed. 
The  next  chapter  wui  examine  the  key  issues  precipitated  oy  cica. 
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A.  KEY  ISSUES  RELATIVE  TO  THE  COMPETITIVE  PROCESS 

The  full  impact  of  the  Competition  in  Contacting  Act  cannot  readily  be 
assessed  after  only  one  year.  There  are.  however,  some  significant  issues 
that  should  be  addressed  as  a  result  of  its  implementation.  These  issues  are 
provided  as  follows. 

Buying- In.  While  it  is  generally  perceived  that  the  "full  and  open 
competition  required  by  the  Act  will  provide  the  Government  the  lowest 
priced,  highest  quality  goods  and  services,  competition  also  has  a  downside 
to  it.  On  occasion  contractors,  in  order  to  insure  contract  award  in  a 
competitive  situation,  will  submit  below-cost  bids  or  attempt  to  "buy-in  to 
Government  programs.  If  the  contractor  feeii  that  winning  that  contract  is 
the  best  way  to  establish  itself  in  the  market  and  is  willing  to  shift  those 
losses  to  its  commercial  customers  or  absorb  them,  then  that  is  often 
considered  normal  business  practices.  Everyone  gains,  the  Government 
receives  its  goods  or  services  at  a  lower  price  and  the  contractor  is  now  able 
to  compete  in  a  new  market.  If,  however,  the  contractor  intends  to  shift  the 
amount  of  the  under -pricing  back  to  the  Government  during  contract 
performance  through  change  orders,  modifications  or  follow-on  contracts 
then  it  is  clearly  improper.  The  FAR  describes  the  practice  of  buying-in 
under  the  heading  of  "Improper  Business  Practices"  as  submitting  an  offer 
below  anticipated  costs  expecting  to  a)  increase  the  contract  amount  after 


award  or  b)  receive  follow  on  contracts  at  artificaliy  high  prices  to  recover 
losses  incurred  on  the  buy  in  contract.1 

The  problem  of  buying-in  often  results  in  anything  but  "free  and  open  ' 
competition.  Only  multi-billion  dollar  firms  can  afford  the  luiury  of 
competing  in  this  market.  Should  their  corporate  strategy  of  buy  in  not 
work  they  are  large  enough  to  absorb  the  losses  while  *he  smaller  companies 
risk  everything. 

Buying  in  also  promotes  cost  growth  in  Government  contracts.  As  noted 
by  a  former  Deputy  Secretary  for  Defense,  overemphasis  on  competition, 
per  se.  may  undercut...efTorts  to  reduce  buy-ina..which  only  leads  to  cost 
growth. 2  Due  to  the  nature  of  many  Government  programs,  it  i«  difficult  to 
determine  what  portion  of  the  cost  growth  is  due  to  other  causes  such  as 
miscalculating  the  rate  of  inflation  or  the  inability  to  properly  assess  the 
technical  risks. 

In  the  major  systems  arena  the  Navy  has  made  a  number  of  significant 
policy  decisions  that  should  eliminate  most  instances  of  buying-in.  The  most 
effective  is  the  policy  of  dual  sourcing  or  split  buys  whenever  possible,  now 
authorized  and  promoted  in  the  Act.  Another  is  the  practice  of  buying  major 
systems  with  fiied-price  contracts  and  finally  minimum  changes  in  the 
program.  Once  a  program  enters  production,  changes  can  only  be  made  by 
Secretary  Lehman  unless  the  changes  are  ones  that  reduce  costs. 

Buying-in  on  contracts  at  other  than  the  major  systems  level  continues, 
however,  to  be  a  problem.  Those  activities  within  the  Navy  Field  Contracting 


^Federal  Acquisition  Regulations.  Part  3  5  Improper  Business  Practices. 

^Testimony  of  Former  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense  Frank  Carlucci,  reported  in  Contract 
Management.  November  19S4,  page  6 
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System  (NFCS)  often  do  not  have  the  same  alternatives  as  their  counterparts 
at  the  Systems  Commands.  Program  managers  in  the  field  do  not  have  the 
same  oversight  which  often  leads  to  contract  cost  growth  through  changes 
and  modifications.  Pressures  from  higher  authority  to  achieve  program 
success  through  schedules  leave  these  activities  the  option  of  failing  or 
acq  iescing  to  contractor  demands  for  more  money.  The  issue  of  poor 
quality  also  plays  a  bigger  role  at  the  field  level  when  buying-in  is  discussed. 
A  congressional  aide  who  is  normally  a  supporter  of  competition  said  this 
fear  is  not  ungrounded,  especially  in  the  area  of  spare  parts,  where  the  sheer 
volume  of  items  makes  quality  control  difficult.  The  Government  is  getting 
burned  in  some  instances  on  spare  parts,"  said  the  aide.  "They  are  getting 
ports  that  aren  t  near  the  quality  they  need. The  use  of  more  shoud  cost 
estimates,  better  technical  planning  and  stronger  action  by  investigating 
Defense  Contract  Administative  Service  (DCAS)  agencies  doing  pre-award 
surveys  is  required  if  the  issue  of  buying  in  at  the  field  level  is  to  be  solved. 

Competitive  Range  Determinations.  The  increase  in  the  number  of 
competitive  negotiated  procurements  due  to  the  Competition  in  Con.  cling 
Act  and  the  emphasis  on  competition  makes  the  issue  of  competitive  range 
determinations  by  the  Contracting  Officer  even  more  important.  The  term 
competitive  range  is  undefined  in  the  statutes,  and  th''*  regulations,  FAR 
15.609,  only  broadly  covers  the  subject.  The  FAR,  simply  stated,  says  the 
Contracting  OTficer  is  not  required  to  enter  into  discussions  with  all  offerors 
who  submit  proposals,  only  with  those  olTerors  whose  proposals  are  within 
the  competitive  range;  that  they  have  a  reasonafc '  ’  -  lor  award. 

^KeUer,  Bill,  "Competition:  A  Pentagon  Battlefield,'  Nev  York  \  A-es.  May  25. 1985 
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OTTeror s  whose  proposals  do  not  win  the  award  or  who  are  dropped  from 
tne  competitive  range  Pave  a  chance  to  protest  these  actions  immediately 
and  hold  up  all  contract  action.  Under  the  new  bid  protest  rules  of  the  Act, 
Contracting  Officers  must  be  even  more  careful  when  making  these 
subjective  judgements.  The  evaluation  Titeria  put  together  with  the 
assistance  of  the  requirements,  technical,  legal  and  other  staff  personnel  who 
normally  assist  the  Contracting  OTTicer  take  on  even  more  meaning.  As  a 
consequence  of  this  careful  approach  it  is  likely  that  the  lead  time  and  staff 
work  in  putting  together  a  contract  will  become  even  more  burdensome. 

Winner -take-all  competition.  In  this  type  of  competition  the  winner  of 
an  intialiy  competed  system  can  create  a  future  sole  source.  The  aircraft 
procurement  environment  has  historically  used  this  approach  in  its  system 
buys.  The  new  emphasis  on  competition  and  the  availability  of  split  awards 
legislated  by  the  competition  Act  should,  in  the  future,  resolve  the  problem 
of  winner-take-all  competition. 

Dual  Sourcing.  The  emphasis  on  dual  sourcing  the  Navy  has  put  on  the 
aircraft  and  shipbuilding  industry  has  been  extremely  successful.  There 
have  been  numerous  papers  and  studies  on  the  different  methods  of  di  al 
sourcing  but  ail  have  essentially  the  same  result.  As  Admiral  Platt  pm  it. 
Those  competitions  that  we  sustain  over  the  long  run  are  the  ones  that 
bring  on  contractor  Investment  in  plant  and  facilities.  It  gets  them  to 
continue  to  do  for  you  what  they  did  in  the  year  they  wanted  to  marry 
you.  *  Dual  sourcing,  intialiy  opposed  by  the  shipbuilding  industry,  has 
strengthened  the  industrial  base  from  what  was  once  a  depressed  industry. 


4|CeUer 
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In  tiie  words  of  William  E.  Haggard,  president  of  the  Shipbuilders  Council  of 
America,  The  emphasis  the  Navy  has  put  on  competition  has  been  healthy 
for  the  shipbuilding  industry.  It  forces  management  to  take  a  very  hard 
look  at  every  aspect  of  overhead.  "3  In  one  of  the  Navy's  only  remaining  sole 
source  major  shipbuilding  areas,  the  Trident  submarine  made  by  Electric 
Boat,  efforts  are  underway  to  establish  Newport  News  Shipbuilding  as  a 
qualified  second  source. 

There  is,  however,  a  downside  to  dual  sourcing.  In  some  cases  the  costs 
are  prohibitive  to  both  the  Government  and  industry.  In  the  case  of  the 
Trident  and  aircraft  industry,  the  decision  regarding  who  is  to  pay  for  the 
capital  investment  to  enter  these  markets  is  being  debated,  ir  industry  is  to 
root  the  bill,  then  what  guarantees  should  they  be  given  for  their 
investment?  As  the  Defense  budget  continues  to  be  scrutinized  in  light  of 
growing  deficits  and  Gramm-Rudman  type  legislation  and  programs  are 
stretched  out  or  eliminated,  what  is  the  cost  of  this  Government  or  contractor 
investment  and  subsequent  loss?  In  addition,  low  quantities  of  hardware 
items  often  make  it  economically  inefficient  to  compete  with  the  additional 
costs  of  tooling  up  At  the  field  level,  the  resources  in  time  and  money  for 
dual  sourcing  is  even  more  consuming.  Those  managers  of  smaller  programs 
do  not  have  big  dollar  budgets  or  proven  companies  to  turn  to  for  dual 


sourcing. 


L  To  create  new  sources  or  to  dual  source 


programs,  there  is  a  need  for  more  complete  and  validated  technical  data 
packages.  While  this  may  not  be  a  significant  factor  in  the  major  systems 


programs,  it  is  becoming  an  increasingly  predomineni  problem  in  the  spare 
or  component  parts  area.  Frequently  vast  amounts  of  data  are  bought,  either 
separately  or  within  ihe  contract,  but  it  is  often  not  coordinated  so 
competition  can  be  given  a  chance.  Constantly  changing  configurations  and 
subsequent  revisions  to  the  data  packages  make  it  essential  that  some 
definitive  system  be  established  or  the  momentum  of  this  competition  wave 
will  be  checked. 

Life  Cycle  Management.  This  term  has  frequently  connotated  a  variety 
of  factors,  including  training,  personnel  costs,  deployment  costs,  logistics, 
eicetera,  but  often  a  slant  towards  competition  or  future  competition  has 
been  avoided.  ElToris  need  to  be  addressed  that  provide  up  front  funding  to 
cover  the  costs  of  data  rights,  tooling,  capital  equipment,  and  test  equipment. 
Weapon  systems  should  be  designed  oa  the  basis  of  form,  fit  and  function  in 
order  to  allow  'plug-in'  type  components  to  be  competed  in  program  out 
years.  Validated  data  packages,  standardization  and  component  break  out 
plans  need  to  be  included  in  all  Acquisition  Plans.  This  can  and  is  being  done 
through  the  review  of  the  Acquisition  Plans  submitted  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy's  office. 

ProcuremenlAction  Lead  Time  (PALT).  The  time  it  is  taking  for 
contracts  to  be  awarded  has  been  increasing  over  the  past  three  years. 

Figure  3  reflects  PALT  times  developed  by  the  Naval  Supply  Systems 
Command.  They  show  an  alarming  growth  rate. 
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Figure  2 

Certainly  the  implementation  and  subsequent  learning  curves  of  the  Federal 
Acquisition  Regulations  (FAR)  on  April  l.  1984  followed  by  :he  Competition 
in  Contracting  Act  a  year  later  on  April  l,  1985  account  for  the  lion  s  share  of 
this  increase.  The  increase  in  volume  of  contract  actions  due  to  the  breakout 
program  and  more  dual/splii  awards  has  increased  the  PALT  at  most 
activities.  In  the  Small  Purchase  PALT,  the  requirement  of  the  competition 
Art  to  synopsize  those  actions  from  $10,000  to  25,000  has  slowed  down  the 
process.  No  conclusions  or  recommendations  can  be  made  concerening  the 


Act  s  aTTect  on  PALT  until  more  statistics  are  available  over  a  longer  period 
of  time. 

Professional  Work  Force.  As  was  previously  mentioned,  the  addition  of 
new  sources,  dual  or  split  awards  and  the  component  breakout  program  is 
flooding  tbe  procurement  system  with  more  work.  The  need  for  additional 
trained  contract  specialists,  administrators  and  engineering  professionals 
was  apparent  before  this  emphasis  on  competition  and  is  now  an  even  more 
significant  problem.  Tbe  Government  needs  to  attract  professionals  to  tbe 
acquisition  work  force,  recognize  their  importance  and  retain  them.  This  can 
only  be  done  with  an  extensive  revamping  of  the  current  grade  structure, 
upgraded  working  environments  and  increased  training  opportunities.  Test 
programs  are  being  established  that  set  minimum  standards  and  training  for 
contract  specialists  but  they  need  to  be  put  in  place  in  an  expeditous 
manner. 

Competition  for  Competitions  Sake.  Competition  should  never  be 
substituted  for  good  business  decisions.  With  the  advent  of  imposed 
competition  goals  comes  the  natural  tendency  to  succeed,  sometimes  at  the 
eipense  of  good  common  sense.  Low  required  quantities  of  hardware  and 
short  term/expiring  programs  should  not  always  be  evaluated  on  the  same 
terms  as  other  programs.  The  message  of  Tull  and  open'  competition  is  clear 
to  all;  now  it  is  time  to  ensure  that  program  managers  and  contracting 
officers  at  all  levels  be  held  strictly  accountable  for  good  business  practices. 
In  a  handbook  for  Program  Managers  written  by  the  Defense  Systems 
Management  College,  the  use  of  competition  is  succinctly  explained  as 
"Competition  is  not  advocated  merely  for  the  sake  of  competition  but  rather 
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it  is  advocated  as  a  means  to  enhance  the  overall  value  of  weapon  systems 
procurement  to  the  Government,  considering  the  economic,  technical, 
schedule,  and  logistics  effects."6  Imposed  competition  goals  and  system 
reviews  by  the  Secretary's  ofTice  are  pushing  more  and  more  noncompetitive 
modifications  and  contracts  to  the  Held  activities  so  they  wont  be 
accountable  at  the  System's  command  leveL  Refusal  to  accept  these  actions 
goes  against  the  grain  of  good  military  bearing  and  training,  and  if  done 
could  mean  the  end  of  a  promising  career.  This  practice  is  most  likely  to 
continue  regardless  of  what  policy  is  made  until  the  system  is  purged  of 
those  individuals  who  abuse  their  authority  through  normal  attrition  and 
retirement. 

Bid  Protests.  The  full  effect  of  the  new  bid  protest  procedures  has  yet  to 
be  seen  since  they  were  not  fully  implemented  until  June  1985  when 
Attorney  General  Meese  lifted  the  moratorium.  From  a  Tirst  look"  it  appears 
that  the  new  General  Services  Board  of  Contract  Appeals  (GSBCA)  is  taking  a 
critical  view  towards  the  Government  indicating  that.  Tor  now,  the 
Government  is  losing  more  cases  than  it  is  winning.  The  bid  protests  to  the 
General  Accounting  OfTice  (GAO)  show  no  conclusive  evidence.7  The  inital 
concern  that  contractors  would  hold  Government  contracting  officers  to  some 
sort  of  procurement  blackmail"  has,  for  the  most  part,  gone  unfunded.  A 
look  at  one  major  buying  command,  the  Naval  Regional  Contracting  Center  in 
Long  Beach.  California  shows  that  the  number  of  protests  processed  has 
actually  gone  down  from  39  in  1984  to  a  projected  28  in  1986. 

6Establishiag  Competitive  Production  Sources.  A  Handbook  for  Program  Managers, 
Defease  Systems  Management  College,  Fort  Beivoir.  Virginia.  August  198-4.  page  1-1 

Stafford.,  Micbeai  D  .  Director.  Acquisition  Regulations.  Office  of  Lhe  Assistant 
Secretary  of  ihe  Navy,  telephone  interviev  of  3  May  1986 
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Legislated  Management  While  Congress  has  at  least  150  procurement 
related  bills  pending  in  1986  alone,  none  appear  to  have  the  pervasive 
changes  that  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  did.  There  is,  however,  still 
the  attitude  by  Congress  that  they  can  manage  the  Executive  Branch, 
specifically  the  Defense  Department,  procurement  functions  by  legislation. 
In  testimony  before  the  Senate  Defense  Procurement  Policy  Subcommittee 
on  October  17,  1985,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense  for  Acquisition  and 
Logistics,  James  P.  Wade,  stated  I  would  strongly  recommend  to  the 
committee  that  it  resist  further  procurement  reform  legislation  until  we 
have  had  a  year  or  two  to  assess  the  impact,  improvements,  and  deficiencies 
of  the  legislation  already  enacted.'*  The  frustration  of  Congress  to  do 
something  when  they  hear  or  read  of  another  mistake  or  poor  judgement 
being  made  continuously  is  understandable.  However,  with  the  Defense 
Department  doing  almost  15  million  procurement  transactions  a  year  even  a 
99.9  percent  near  perfect  record  still  leaves  15.000  actions  being  made 
improperly.  Given  the  political  climate  of  Defense  spending  and  the  publicity 
that  Congressmen  can  reap  from  it,  management  by  legislation  is  likely  to 
continue.  In  response  to  those  critics  of  Congressional  interference,  House 
Armed  Services  Committee  Counsel,  Colleen  Preston,  had  this  to  say  about 
the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act, 


^Testimony  of  James  P  Wade,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defease  for  Acquisition  and 
logistics  Before  the  Senate  Defense  Procurement  Policy  Subcommittee  on  October  17. 
1985. 


74 


* 

r  ■ 


s . . 


Other  than  to  decry  this  legislation  as  congressional 
micromanagement-an  allegedly  unwarranted  intrusion  into  the 
management  of  the  executive  agencies -how  many  people  have 
actually  examined  the  provisions  of  the  final  bii  t  to  determine  what 
Congress  actually  directed?  . .  .  Congress  has  done  no  more  than  set 
policies  and  provide  direction  on  the  manner  in  which  it  believes  the 
government  procurement  process  should  operate.* 

Most  evident  during  interviews  with  both  Congressional  staff  members 
and  managers  within  the  Department  of  Defense  was  the  antagonistic 
attitude  towards  each  other.  Staff  members  continued  to  relate  stories  of 
how  difficult  it  is  to  get  answers  from  the  Department  and  what  they  did  get 
was  often  not  what  they  asked  for  or  was  too  late  to  make  a  difference. 
Within  the  Department  of  Defense  was  the  general  attitude  that  "staffers" 
often  did  not  know  or  care  to  learn  the  complex  procurement  system  and 
were  only  after  their  piece  of  the  publicity  pie.  While  both  sides  have  their 
points,  it  is  evident  that  the  Department  of  Defense  still  has  no  real 
mechanism  to  deal  with  procurement  legislation.  Within  the  Navy,  for 
instance,  there  is  only  one  acquisition  qualified  Naval  Officer  on  the  House 
side  of  the  OfTice  of  Legislative  Affairs  who,  among  other  duties,  handles 
inquires  concerning  procurement  legislation. 

Competition  Lead  Time.  Competition,  done  properly,  takes  time.  Putting 
u  gether  a  solicitation,  establishing  source  selection  criteria,  synopsizing. 
evaluating  proposals,  best  and  final  offers,  acquisition  plans,  approvals,  pre 
and  post-award  business  clearances  and  negotiations  is  a  time  intensive 
chain  of  events.  Proper  planning  is  essential  to  successful  competition.  Too 


*Preston.  Colleen  A..  "Competition  and  the  98th  Congress,"  Contract  Management, 
March  1983.  page  8. 
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often  this  extensive  planning  is  jeopardized  as  a  result  of  Congress  lack  of 
action  on  Defense  Appropriations.  Senator  Cohen  made  this  point  during 
hearings  on  the  Senate  version  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  in  June 
1983  when  he  stated,  "We  in  Congress  contribute  a  great  deal  to  the  delays 
in  spending  of  dollars  during  the  course  of  the  year  since  many  times  you  do 
not  have  an  appropriation  bill,  if  ever,  during  the  course  of  the  year  and 
many  times  not  until  September."10  The  solution  to  this  problem  proposed 
by  DOD  officials  that  were  interviewed  is  the  enactment  of  a  two  year 
Defense  Budget  or  at  a  minimum  more  use  of  multi-year  funding. 


B.  SUMMARY 

This  chapter  has  discussed  a  number  of  the  kev  issues  that  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  and  competition  in  general  has  brought  about. 
They  are  by  no  means  all  encompassing  but  are  those  that  were  identified 
from  the  research.  The  next  chapter  provides  the  conclusions  and 
recommendations  to  that  research. 


Statement  of  Senator  William  S.  Cohen  during  Hearings  on  the  Competition  in 
Contracting  Act  of  1983  Before  the  Senate  Committee  on  Armed  Services.  June  7,9.  1983. 
U  S.  Printing  Office,  Washington.  D  C..  pagel3Z. 
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VI.  CONCLUSIONS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 


A.  OVERVIEW 

So.  has  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1934  accomplished  what  it 
set  out  to  do?  Or  in  the  words  of  Colleen  Preston,  Council  to  the  House 
Committee  on  Armed  Services,  "have  all  potential  contractors  been  afforded 
a  fair  and  equal  opportunity  to  compete?" 1  Within  the  Department  of 
Defense  there  has  been  an  across  the  board  increase  in  competition.2  The 
Navy's  progress  in  the  area  of  competition  has  been  not  only  a  dramatic  rise 
in  competition  statistics  but  a  change  in  philosophy.  In  testimony  before  a 
House  Acquisition  and  Procurement  Policy  panel  on  April  9.  1986  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  John  F.  Lehman  said  competition  and  tough  negotiating  have 
reduced  the  price  of  an  Aegis  cruiser  from  $1.2  billion  to  $900  million  and 
that  the  price  of  an  F/A-18  fighter  aircraft  has  dropped  from  $22.5  million 
each  to  $18.7  million.3  He  went  on  to  say  that  the  Navy  has  sought  true 
competition,  not  merely  the  appearance  of  competition  through  source 
selection  followed  by  decades  of  monopoly  production.  Secretary  Lehman 
stated.  "We  have  pursued  a  policy  of  establishing  second  sources  in  every 
appropriate  program.  We  have  raised  the  percentage  of  competition  in  our 
shipbuilding  program  from  15.7  percent  in  1980  to  85.6  percent  in  1986. 
producing  an  average  of  $1  billion  in  cost  underruns  for  each  of  the  last  four 


1  Preston.  Cclieeo  A..  "Competition  and  the  98th  Congress, '  Contract  Management.  Issue 
3.  Volume  23.  March  1983,  page  8. 

^KelJen.  Bill.  "Competition:  A  Pentagon  Battlefield,"  Nev  York  Times.  May  23. 1983 
^Testimony  of  The  Honorable  John  F  Lehman.  Jr.,  Secretary  of  the  Navy  Before  the 
House  Acquisition  and  Procurement  Policy  Panel  on  9  April  1986. 
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years. In  Rear  Admiral  Plait's  first  annual  Competion  Report  to  Congress, 
required  by  the  competition  Act,  he  stated, 

There  has  been  a  dramatic  turnabout  in  Navy  competition 
performance  since  FY  82.  The  institutional  bias  favoring  sole-source 
contracting  has  been,  for  the  most  part,  overcome.  The  remaining 
bias  is  not  a  major  obstacle  to  increasing  competition,  although  >t  is  a 
barrier  which  must  continue  to  be  addressed.  Impressive  cost 
savings  have  resulted  from  our  competition,  while  readiness  remains 
high.5 

To  illustrate  his  point,  the  following  graphs  were  prepared  by  the 
Competition  Advocate's  office. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  NAVY 
PROCUREMENT  COMPETITION  PERFORMANCE 
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Figure  3 


^Testimony  of  The  Honorable  John  F  Lehman.  Jr 

^Fiscal  Year  1983  Annual  Report  on  Procurement  Competition  in  the  Department  of  the 
Navy.  Prepared  by  the  Office  of  the  Competition  Advocate  General  of  the  Navy. 
Vashington.  D  C..  December  1983 


How  has  the  Navy  turned  around  such  a  perceived  bias  towards  non¬ 
competitive  procurements?  The  first  and  foremost  cause  is  Secretary 
Lehman's  continued  strong  support  and  policy  toward  competition.  He  has 
emphasized  competition  not  for  competition's  sake  but  rather  for  the  lower 
prices,  higher  quality,  and  stronger  industrial  base  which  it  provides.  While 
it  is  politically  wise  to  have  such  a  philosophy  during  these  times  of  political 
and  legislative  oversight,  it  also  provides  a  basis  from  which  he  can  achieve 
the  600  ship  Navy.  He  has  put  together  a  staff  within  the  Navy  that 
supports  his  objectives.  The  Navy's  acquisition  eiecutive,  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  Shipbuilding  and  Logistics,  Everett  Pyatt  summed 
up  his  feelings  concerning  the  future  of  improvement  in  the  acquisition 
process  in  a  May  1,  1985  memorandum  to  Secretary  Lehman  as  follows: 
The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  is  good  and  will  reinforce  our 
competition  objectives.  6 

B.  CONCLUSIONS 

This  research  has  led  to  a  number  of  conclusions  regarding  the  effect  of 
the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  and  the  increased  emphasis  ou 
competition  in  general. 

Conclusion  1.  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  will  be.  in  the  long 
term  a  positive  influence  on  the  acquisition  process.  Competition  has  been 
made  easier.  By  putting  competitive  negotiation  on  par  with  sealed  bid 
procedures  contracting  officers  now  have  the  option  themselves  how  to 

^Pyatt,  Everett,  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Navy  (Shipbuilding  and  Logistics). 
"Improvement  of  the  Procurement  Process,"  Memorandum  For  The  Secretary  of  the 
Navy.  1  May  1983 
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Department  of  Defense  and  specifically  within  the  Naw.  It  was  shown  in  the 
overview  that  there  has  been  a  real  increase  in  competition  across  the  board 
within  the  Department  of  Defense.  In  the  Navy,  competition  figures  have 
risen  dramatically  from  25  percent  in  1981  to  almost  45  percent  in  1985 
with  a  projected  goal  of  51  percent  in  1986.  There  is  no  conclusive  evidence 
that  this  increase  is  as  a  direct  result  of  the  CICA.  Discussions  with  Navy 
managers  indicate  that  their  competition  program  was  well  underway  before 
the  implementation  of  the  CICA  and  would  not  put  CICA  as  a  major 
contributing  racior.  Members  or  Congress  and  their  staffs,  however,  feel  that 
without  the  statutory  requirements  laid  down  by  the  CICA  the  Derense 
Department  would  not  have  gained  the  results  they  have  achieved.  In  fact, 
those  Congressional  stafr  members  interviewed  feel  that  the  Department  of 
Defense  stiii  has  a  long  way  to  go  before  the  full  impact  of  the  CICA  is  felt. 
They  view.  a3  an  example,  the  Navy's  goal  of  51  percent  in  1986  as  a  glass 
half  empty  rather  than  half  full. 

Conclusion  3.  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  does  not  provide  for 
full  and  open  competition  as  it  was  originally  intended.  By  exempting  the 
Smail  Business  interests  and  8(a)  firms  as  a  compromise  during  conference 
the  Art  is  considerably  watered  down  from  its  original  intent.  While 
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compromise  and  the  need  for  socioeconomic  programs  is  a  well  recognized 
facet  to  our  democracy,  true  unrestricted  competition  will  never  be  achieved. 


Conclusion  4.  The  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  did  not  alter  the 
acquisition  process  to  the  extent  originally  considered.  The  general  opinion 
of  those  people  involved  in  the  acquisition  process  has  been  that  the  CICA 
required  some  procedural  changes  (eg.  thresholds  for  the  review  of  sole 
source  contracts  has  changed,  Determination  and  Findings  (D  &  F's)  were 
eliminated  but  Justification  and  Approvals  (J  &  A  s)  are  now  required,  etc.) 
but  overall  the  actual  business  of  putting  a  contract  on  paper  has  not 
changed  significantly. 

Conclusion  5 . The  impact  of  the  bid  protest  provisions  of  the  Competition 

in  Contracting  Act  has  vet  to  be  analyzed.  Due  to  the  controversy  over  the 
constitutionality  of  the  bid  protest  provisions  of  the  CICA,  they  were  not 
implemented  until  June  1985.  From  that  time  until  now  the  initial  impact  of 
those  provisions  have  been  inconclusive.  Discussions  with  senior  Navy 
acquisition  officials  have  indicated  that  the  initial  concern  over  frivolous 
protests  and  contract  delays  is  unfounded. 

Conclusion  6.  The  legal  issues  involved  in  U  e  change  in  regulations  and 
policy  have  vet  to  be  fully  realized.  Contract  law  is  built  upon  precedent. 
Legal  decisions  were  made  based  upon  the  judical  system  s  interpretation  of 
various  sections  or  the  regulations.  With  the  changes  that  the  CICA  involved 
it  will  taJte  years  to  see  how  they  will  efTect  that  body  of  law 

Conclusion-  7. _ Imntemfiniaim  procedures .  of  Comnetition_..in 

Contracting  Act  within  the  Naw  was,  for  the  most  part,  too  little  too  late.  It 
was  discussed  during  the  chapter  on  implementation  that  there  was  no 
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definitive  Plan  of  Action  and  Milestones  or  something  similar  to  implement 
this  significant  change  in  regulations  and  policy.  There  appeared  to  be  no 
one  designated  office  for  the  Navy  from  which  contracting  offices  could  draw 
guidance.  Overall  each  System  command  was  left  to  their  own  devices  to 
implement  the  CICA.  Due  to  the  late  publication  and  distribution  of  the 
revised  FAR  and  appropriate  supplements,  many  contracting  activities  had 
little  or  no  time  to  properly  instruct  and  train  their  personnel  in  the  new 
procedures. 

Conclusion  8.  Training  for  the  implementation  of  the  Competition . in 

Contracting  Act  was  haphazard.  The  principal  outgrowth  of  the  lack  of 
proper  coordination  for  the  CICA  implementation  was  that  program 
managers  and  contract  specialists  did  not  receive  proper  training  either 
before  or  after  the  1  April  1985  implementation  date.  The  ru3h  to  conform 
to  the  new  regulations  and  policy  often  left  activities  with  more  questions 
than  anwers  resulting  in  the  CICA  not  giving  people  the  proper  attitude  it 
should  have. 


Conclusion  9.  The  Department  of  Defenses  mechanism  for  handling 
acquisition  legislation  needs  reform.  The  antagonistic  attitude  between 
Congressional  staffs  and  DOD  managers  concerning  acquisition  reform  is 
counter-productive.  Congress  and  their  stalls  cannot  appreciate  how  or  why 
DODs  acquisition  sytem  works  and  the  DOD,  conversely,  cannot  appreciate 
the  motivation  behind  legislative  reform  when  there  is  no  definitive 
mechanism  to  work  together  to  accomplish  common  goals.  Legislative  staffs 
complain  that  the  DOD  bureaucracy  is  too  lime  consuming  and  formal  while 


the  DOD  personnel  indicate  that  often  Congressional  stalls  don  t  know  what 
they  are  asking  for  or  they  are  asking  for  too  much  too  soon. 


Conclusion  IQ.  Congress  and  their  staffs  do  net  understand 
acquisition  process.  While  there  are  a  number  of  eitremeiy  well-qualified 
and  educated  individuals  on  Capital  Hill,  they  simply  do  not  have  the  time  or 
experience  to  fully  understand  the  acquisition  process.  As  a  result  there  is 
often  legislation  or  proposed  legislation  that  does  not  do  justice  to  the  issue 
involved  or  does  not  address  all  of  the  facts. 


Conclusion  11.  Congress  and  their  staffs  often  do  not  appreciate  tlr 
impact  on  the  acouisiuun  process  of  continuous  legislative  reform.  The 
implementation  of  the  FAR  and  the  CICA.  as  well  as  other  legislative  reform 
measures,  within  a  year  of  each  other  placed  a  heavy  admirisiative  burden 
on  both  the  Government  and  contractor  community.  Government  Contracting 
Officers  felt  they  were  overwhelmed  by  this  change  in  regulation  and  policy 
at  a  time  when  their  workload  was  already  at  a  maximum.  Contractors  had 
to  adjust  not  only  to  the  FAR  and  all  its  various  supplements  but  also  to  the 
new  emphasis  n  competition  in  all  phases  of  the  acquisition  process.  Those 
Congressional  stafTs  interviewed  indicated  that,  although  they  knew  it  would 
create  some  new  administrative  burden,  they  felt  the  intent  and  purpose  of 
the  legislation  rar  out-weighed  any  "inconvience"  of  those  involved  in  the 
acquisition  process. 


Conclusion  12.  Procurement  reform  legislation  will  continue  to  dominate 


the  acquisition  process.  Congress  currently  has  approximately  150  bills 
pertaining  to  procurement  reform  pending.  There  are  a  number  of  reasons 
for  this.  The  most  apparent  is  the  political  impact  members  of  Congress  can 


receive  from  this  type  of  legislation.  Voters  can  identify  with  paying 
exaggerated  prices  for  common  items  like  toilet  seats  and  stool  caps.  When 
the  reporters  leave  and  the  television  cameras  are  off.  however,  there 
remains  a  feeling  in  Congress  that  they  have  a  responsibility  to  ensure  that 
any  money  granted  to  a  Government  agency  is  spent  wisely.  It  is  their 
inherent  right  as  a  member  of  Congress  to  exercise  that  oversight 
responsibility. 

Conclusion  13.  The  Procurement  Administrative  Lead  Time  (PALT)  has 
increased  since  the  implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act. 
The  figures  shown  earlier  speak  for  themselves.  What  is  not  clear,  however, 
is  the  long  range  impact  of  the  CICA  on  PALT.  Some  believe  that  the 
increased  PALT  is  merely  the  administrative  lag  time  that  comes  with  any 
new  procedure  or  regulation.  Others,  however,  indicate  that  this  increased 
PALT  is  a  direct  result  of  CICA  and  will  continue.  They  believe  that  the 
increased  number  of  bidders  or  offerors,  the  increased  time  frames  for 
synopsis  and  the  increased  requirement  for  documentation  will  keep  PALT 


at  an  unacceptable  level  for  some  time. 

Conclusion  15..  The  long  term  effects  of  increased  competition  and  dual 
sourcing  have  vet  to  be  analyzed.  There  is  a  concern  on  both  sides. 
Government  and  contractor,  that  increased  competition  may  have  some 
dramatic  effects  in  the  ruture.  Buying  from  a  dependable  and  proven  source, 
despite  being  in  a  sole  source  situation,  often  resulted  in  better  quality  and 
lower  administrative  costs.  Developing  long  term  sources  with  proven 
contractors  allows  for  dependable  quality  and  deliveries.  Contractors  could 
plan  for  a  continuous  flow  of  business  and  act  accordingly  (eg.  capital 


equipment  investments,  EOQ  for  raw  materials,  etc.).  There  are  tradeoffs  in 
the  cost  savings  of  competition  versus  the  increased  cost  of  administering 
more  contracts,  having  more  quality  assurance  reviews,  maintaining 
inventories  of  different  manufacturer  s  parts,  schedule  delays,  developing  or 
buying  technical  data  packages  and  maintaining  them. 

Conclusion  16.  Personal  services  contracts  are  now  subject  to  more 
competition  since  the  implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act. 
In  every  instance,  those  Contracting  Officers  interviewed  indicated  that  the 
increased  emphasis  in  the  competition  of  personal  services  contracts  has 
been  the  most  emotional  and  vocal  issue  of  their  customers.  They,  the 
customers,  argue  that  you  can  compete  nuts  and  bolts  but  how  can 
individuals  who  have  the  experience  in  dealing  with  their  issues  and 
programs  be  competed.  Prior  to  the  C1CA,  Contracting  Officers  said  they 
could  easily  justify  sole  source  contracts  for  those  personal  services  but  they 
are  now  subject  to  the  same,  if  not  more,  reviews  than  the  hardware 
requires. 

Conclusion  17  Productivity  of  contract  specialists  has  fallen  since  the 
implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  At  the  Naval  Regional 
Contracting  Center,  Long  Beach,  for  instance,  productivity  has  gone  from 
.0396  units  completed  per  manhour  in  large  purchase  in  1 984  to  .0254 
through  March  of  1986.  As  with  the  increased  PALT,  some  argue  that  the 
decrease  in  productivity  is  only  as  a  result  of  the  learning  curve  involved 
with  the  CICA  and  will  increase  again  over  time.  Others,  however,  say  that 
the  requirement  for  more  contract  documentation  as  a  result  of  new  bid 
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protesi  procedures,  longer  synopsis  requirements  and  more  offerors,  that 
productivity  will  remain  lower  than  pre-CICA. 

Conclusion  18.  Competitive  range  determinations  have  been  made  even 
more  difficult  as  a  result  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act.  Discussed 
earlier  in  Chapter  V,  the  CICA  has  made  this  subjective  judgement  by  the 
Contracting  Officer  more  complex  and  difficult.  Contracting  Officers  have  to 
now  determine  the  point  at  which  to  do  they  establish  the  competitive  range 
knowing  that  an  unsuccessful  ofTeror  can  easily  hold  up  contract  award  as  a 
result  of  the  new  bid  protest  procedures.  This  determination  requires  more 
documentation  and  review  than  ever  before  and  will  continue  to  be  a 
dominant  factor  in  the  acquisition  process. 

Conclusion  19.  Department  of  Defense  field  contracting  activities  are 
often  the  most  affected  with  procurement  reform  legislation.  Field  activities 
deal  with  volume  contracting.  They  generally  are  understaffed  and 
overworked.  Developing  and  training  for  new  procedures  takes  time  away 
from  their  desks  resulting  in  an  increased  backlog.  This  increased  backlog 
can  cause  dissatified  customers,  decreased  morale  and  pressure  to  get 
contracts  awarded.  These  factors  lead  to  mistakes  and  poor  judgement. 

C.  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Recommendation  1.  The  Naw  should  develop  a  comprehensive  training 
program  -for  its  contracting  activities.  All  too  often  the  only  time  a 
contracting  activity  receives  any  outside  assistance  is  when  they  get  a 
Contract  Management  Review  (CMR).  The  Navy  needs  to  establish  a  mobile 


team  that  can  visit  an  activity  for  at  least  one  week  a  year  and  do  a 


comprehensive  review  of  their  program.  This  review  would  provide  the 
latest  information  on  new  and  proposed  legislation,  changes  in  regulations, 
review  contract  procedures,  manning  requirements,  management  practices, 
training  programs  and  special  interest  items.  This  program  should  be 
established  on  a  completely  informal  basis  with  no  written  reports  outside 
the  command.  It  would  provide  contracting  activities  a  sounding  board  for 
their  problems  and  disseminate  those  good  practices  or  procedures  found  at 
other  contracting  shops.  The  new  Acquisition  Training  Office  established  in 
Norfolk  by  the  Naval  Supply  Systems  Command  in  October  1985  could  be 
expanded  to  facilitate  this  program  or  a  new  office  could  u3  created.  If 
personnel  restraints  made  this  infeasible  a  consulting  or  personal  services 
type  contract  could  be  let  as  a  test  program  over  a  period  of  one  to  two 
years. 

Recommendation  2.  A  legislative  action  group  within  the  Department  of 
Defense  should  be  established  to  deal  with  proposed  legislation.  Both 
Congressional  stafTs  and  the  Department  of  Defense  officials  agree  that  the 
current  procedures  for  dealing  with  proposed  legislation  are  inadequate.  A 
committee  of  four  to  eight  experienced  contract  specialists  could  be 
established  within  DOD  to  deal  and  meet  with  Congressional  staffs  over 
proposed  legislation  berore  it  becomes  a  bill.  The  committee  members 
selected  rrom  each  of  the  Services  would  serve  a  one  year  fellowship  in 
Washington  D.C.  This  could  serve  as  recognition  of  those  in  the  contracting 
profession  who  are  constantly  outstanding  performers.  If  successful  the 
committee  could  be  expanded  to  include  those  individuals  from  industry 
who  also  represent  the  best  of  their  community.  This  committee  or  working 


group  would  have  no  policy  authority  and  not  officially  represent  any  DOD 
position,  but  only  provide  Congress  and  their  staTTs  an  opportunity  to  have 
an  at  least  representative  group  that  knows  and  understands  the 
Government  contracting  process. 

Recommendation  3.  The  Annual  Competition  Report  to  Congressshould 
be  einanded.  The  first  annual  report  submitted  to  Congress  by  the  Navy  $ 
Competition  Advocate  General's  ofTice  is  an  excellent  reference  to  the 
progress  the  Navy  has  made  over  the  past  several  years.  In  its  second 
report,  however,  the  Navy  should  address  the  issue  of  what  competition  has 
done  for  the  business  community  as  a  whole.  During  the  hearings  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  for  the  Competition  in  Contracting  Act  it  was 
reported  that  only  25  large  contractors  held  about  50  percent  of  the  value  of 
all  DOD  contracts,  and  only  eight  firms  conducted  45  percent  of  all  research 
for  DOD  in  1981.  As  a  result  of  competition  can  the  Navy  show  that  these 
figures  have  changed  significantly?  How  many  more  firms  were  awarded 
contracts  as  a  result  of  competition?  Has  the  geographical  picture  of 
Defense/Navy  contracts  grown  considerably  since  competition  became  a 
major  policy?  Has  competition  helped  the  Small  Business  community,  and  if 
so  where  and  to  what  extent?  These  questions  have  a  direct  political  impact 
on  Congress.  If  the  Navy  can  show  that  competition  has  helped  put  new 
money  into  Congressional  districts,  created  new  jobs  and  strengthened  the 
tax  base  of  communities,  Congress  and  the  Navy  can  show  the  public  that 
their  tax  money  is  being  used  to  help  national  Defense  as  well  as  directly 
benefiting  them. 
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Recommendation  4  Implementation  procedures  need  to  be  established 
for  future  significant  legisiatitive  or  regulation/policv  reform.  The 
implementation  plan  for  the  CICA  was  ad  hoc  at  best.  There  needs  to  be  one 
central  office  or  activity  identified  that  coordinates  the  entire 
implementation  process  from  begining  to  end.  This  includes  dissemenation 
of  policy  from  the  Secretary  s  ofTice,  training,  and  administrative  actions. 

D.  ANSWERS  TO  RESEARCH  QUESTIONS 

Responses  to  the  subsidiary  research  questions  will  be  summarized 
culminating  with  the  principal  research  question. 

Subsidiary  Research  Question  l.  What  are  the  major  provisions  of  the 
Competition  in  Contracting  Act  of  1 984?  The  CICA  formally  recognized 
competitive  negotiation  as  an  equally  acceptable  method  of  procurement  as 
the  sealed  bid  procedures.  It  eliminated  the  perception  that  anything  other 
than  formal  advertising  (now  sealed  bid)  was  not  competitive  in  nature.  It 
placed  the  resolution  of  bid  protests  within  the  statutory  limits  of  GAO  and 
required  specific  response  times  for  the  resolution  of  protests  from  both  the 
GAO  and  Contracting  Officer.  The  seventeen  exceptions  to  negotiate  were 
replaced  with  seven  exceptions  to  other  than  full  and  open  competition.  It 
lowered  the  cost  and  pricing  threshold  from  $500,000  to  $100,000  and 
inserted  a  statutory  requirement  Tor  Competition  Advocates. 

Subsidiary  Research  Question  2.  How  did  the  Competition  in  Contracting 
Act  come  about  and  whv?  The  CICA  came  about  not  as  a  result  of  the  much 
publicized  spare  parts  "horror'  stories  but  rather  was  a  culmination  of 
efforts  that  began  with  the  Commission  on  Government  Procurement  in 
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1972.  After  a  number  of  previous  bills  in  the  Senate  failed,  the  Senate 
Governmental  AiTairs  Committee  succeeded  in  having  S.  338,  the  Competition 
in  Contracting  Act,  adopted  as  an  amendment  to  the  Deficit  Reduction  Act. 
The  bill  was  modified  during  the  three  week  long  period  of  the  House-Senate 
conference,  with  the  major  change  being  the  inclusion  of  the  new  bid  protest 
procedures,  adopted  from  the  House  bill  H.R.  5184. 

Subsidiary  Research  Question  3. _ What  were  the  major  ■  issues 


surrounding  the  implementation  of  the  Competition  in  Contracting  A  a? 
There  were  two  major  issues  surrounding  the  implementation  of  the  CICA. 
The  first  was  the  controversy  in  which  the  Executive  Branch  initally  refused 
to  implement  the  bid  protest  procedures  of  the  CICA.  This  action  was 
initiated  by  the  Attorney  Generals  office  stating  that  giving  the  GAO.  a 
legislative  agency,  judiciary  power  was  a  violation  of  the  separation  of  power 
doctrine  and  therefore  unconstitutional.  The  controversy  was  eventually 
resolved  after  the  Government  lost  one  of  the  test  cases  in  court  as  well  as  a 
legislative  threat  to  not  appropriate  any  monies  to  the  Attorney  General  s 
office  until  all  Federal  agencies  implemented  all  provisions  or  the  CICA.  The 
second  major  issue  was  the  disagreement  by  the  DOD  and  GAO  concerning 
the  intent  or  certain  provisions  or  the  CICA.  Congress  directed  GAO  to  do  a 
study  on  the  Government's  implementation  or  the  CICA  and  review  their 
subsequent  revisions  to  the  FAR.  The  issue  was  resolved  in  August,  1985 
when  DOD  issued  its  reply  to  the  GAO  report. 
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decisions?  There  were  no  major  policy  decisions  made  by  the  Navy 
concerning  the  implementation  to  the  CICA  after  the  bid  protest  and  FAR 
controversies.  The  Navy  did  not  develop  any  type  of  Plaa  of  Action  and 
Milestones  for  the  CICA  implementation  and  training  was  minimal.  Industry, 
on  the  other  hand,  was  forced  to  develop  more  comprehensive  bidding 
strategies  that  caused  a  significant  reduction  in  overhead  and  production 
costs  to  maintain  a  competitive  edge  over  their  conterparts. 

Subsidiary  Research  Question  V  How  can  the  initial  implementation  of 
the  Comoetiton  in  Contracting  Act  be  utilized  to  refine  and  improve 
competition?  The  inital  implementation  of  the  CICA  show.d  that  the  Navy 
needs  some  mechanism  to  set  into  motion  those  actions  necessary  for  a 
smooth  transition  from  one  regulation  to  another.  In  the  Tuture.  significant 
legislative  procurement  reform  law3  should  have  one  principal  office  that 
will  oversee  the  entire  process  from  policy  to  the  administrative  details  In 
those  areas  in  that  competition  was  refined  and  improved,  the  debate  lingers 
whether  it  was  a  result  of  the  CICA  or  of  those  intiatives  already  underway 
within  the  Navy.  Regardless  of  which  way  the  finger  is  pointing,  it  is 
apparent  that  competition  has  improved  in  the  Navy  after  the 
implementation  of  the  CICA. 

Principal  Research  Question.  What  impact  has  the  Competition  in 
Contracting  Act  had  on  the  procurement  process  of  the  Department  of  the 
Naw?  The  impact  of  the  CICA  has  been  significant.  Competitive  negotiation 
is  now  recognized  as  an  equal  to  the  sealed  bid  procedures.  This  flexibility 
to  the  Government  allows  the  Contracting  Officer  to  either  compete  a 
procurement  in  a  sealed  bid  or  negotiated  environment  depending  on  the 
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merits  of  each  buy.  There  is  no  longer  a  requirement  to  justify  negotiation 
through  the  Determination  and  Finding  (D  U  F)  process  only  to  receive 
approval  for  anything  other  than  full  and  open  competition.  Overall,  the 
managers  involved  in  the  procurement  process  within  the  Navy  have  been 
forced  to  redefine  their  thinking  and  priorities.  The  statutory  requirement 
for  competition  and  the  approval  process  for  other  than  full  and  open 
competion  has  made  those  managers  consider  the  long  term  eiTects  of  the 
procurement  very  early  on  in  the  acquisition  process.  Definitive  goals  for 
future  competition  must  be  given  consideration  in  all  Acquisition  Plans. 
This,  in  turn,  has  caused  program  managers  to  think  in  terms  of  second  or 
dual  sourcing,  standardization,  component  breakout,  technical  data  package 
management  and  a  variety  of  other  issues.  The  CICA  has  had  a  positive 
influence  on  the  Navy.  The  problems  directly  or  indirectly  attributable  to 
the  CICA  are  all  workable  ones  and  should  be  resolved  over  time. 

E.  AREAS  FOR  FURTHER  RESEARCH 

In  researching  this  project  there  were  a  number  of  areas  that  could  be 
identified  for  further  research.  The  following  are  some  of  the  more 
predominant  ones. 

A  study  of  the  CICA  two  to  three  years  from  now  to  see  how  many  of  the 
issues  raised  by  the  law  have  been  resolved. 

How  has  increased  competition  affected  the  total  life  cycle  costs  of  major 


weapon  systems? 


Has  increased  competition  helped  or  hurt  the  industrial  base  of  this 
country?  What  effect  has  it  had  on  the  surge  and  mobilization  capability  of 
the  industrial  base? 

Has  the  increased  workload  of  competition  (e.g.;  more  contracts,  more 
contract  adminstration,  breakout  programs,  increased  inventory 
management,  etc.)  continued  to  keep  PALT  high  and  productivity  low?  If  so 
what  measures  are  being  taken  to  improve  it? 

Is  the  mobile  training  team  concept  in  Recommendation  1  feasible? 

Is  the  legislative  action  group  proposed  in  Recommendation  2  feasible7 

A  cost/benifit  analysis  of  increased  competition  versus  ’he  long  term  life 
cycle  costs. 
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APPENDIX  A 


SENATE  VERSION  OF  THE  COMPETITION  IN  CONTRACTING  ACT.  S.  338 


3.  ZSS 

Be  U  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  Ho um  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  State s  of 
America  in  Con  crew  assembled.  That  this 
Act  may  be  cited  u  the  •'Competition  In 
Contracting  Act  of  1943". 

Tmi  I— •AMENDMENTS  TO  FEDERAL 
PROPERTY  AND  ADMINISTRATIVE 

services  act  or  1040 

coernmn  axo  wowcoxwrrrrmt  raocxovmaa 

Sac.  101.  (a)  Title  III  of  the  Federal  Prop¬ 
erty  and  Adminlatrative  Services  Act  of  \H» 
Ul  U.S.C.  231  et  seq.)  Is  amended— 

<1)  by  striking  out  section  303  (41  U.3.C. 
233)  and  the  heading  of  such  section  and  in¬ 
serting  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 
"coicMTfrrow  xnqonmccvTS 
“Sac.  303.  (a)  Except  as  provided  in  sub¬ 
section  (e)  or  otherwise  authorised  by  law. 
executive  agencies  shall  use  competitive 
procedures  in  raaJtlni  contracts  for  property 
or  services.  Executive  agencies  shall  use  ad¬ 
vance  procurement  piannin*  and  market  re¬ 
search  and  shall  prepare  specifications  in 
such  a  manner  as  is  necessary  to  obtain  ef¬ 
fective  competition  with  due  retard  to  the 
nature  of  the  property  or  services  to  be  ac¬ 
quired.  Executive  agencies  shall  use  the 
competitive  procedure  or  combination  of 
competitive  procedures  that  is  best  suited 
under  the  circumstances  of  the  procure¬ 
ment  action  and  shall  specify  Its  needs  and 
solicit  bids  or  proposals  In  s  manner  de¬ 
signed  to  achieve  effective  competition  for 
t  he  contract. 

"(b>  An  executive  agency  may  provide  for 
the  procurement  of  property  or  services  In 
order  to  establish  or  maintain  any  alterna¬ 
tive  source  or  sources  of  supply  under  this 
title  using  competitive  procedures  but  ex¬ 
cluding  a  particular  source  for  that  proper¬ 
ty  or  services  if  the  executive  agency  deter¬ 
mines  that  to  do  so  would  (1)  increase  or 
maintain  competition  and  would  likely 
result  In  reduced  overall  costs  for  such  pro* 
curement.  or  for  any  anticipated  procure¬ 
ment.  of  such  property  or  services.  (2)  be  in 
the  interest  of  industrial  mobilization  in 
case  of  a  national  emergency,  or  (3)  be  in 
the  interest  of  national  oefense  in  establish¬ 
ing  or  maintaining  an  essential  research  ca¬ 
pability  to  be  provided  by  an  educational  or 
other  nonprofit  Institution  or  a  research 
and  development  center  funded  by  the 
United  States. 

<e)  Procurement  regulations  shall  include 
special  simplified  procedures  and  forms  for 
small  purchases  to  facilitate  making  small 
purchases  efficiently  and  economically. 

"(d)  For  other  than  small  purchases,  an 
executive  agency,  when  using  competitive 
procedures— 

•'ll)  shall  solicit  sealed  bids  when— 

’(A)  time  permits  the  solicitation,  submis¬ 
sions.  and  evaluation  of  sealed  bids; 

fB)  the  award  will  be  made  on  the  basis 
of  price  and  other  price-related  factors; 

Cl  it  is  not  necessary  to  conduct  discus¬ 
sions  with  the  responding  sources  about 
their  bids:  and 


“(D)  there  is  a  reasonable  expectation  of 
receiving  more  than  one  sealed  bid; 

"(2)  shall  request  competitive  proposals 
when  sealed  bids  are  not  required  under 
clause  (l )  of  this  subsection. 

“(e)  An  executive  agency  may  use  non¬ 
competitive  procedures  only  when— 

"(1)  the  property  or  services  needed  J>y 
the  Government  are  available  from  only  one 
source  and  no  other  type  of  property  or 
services  will  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  agency. 

“(2)  the  executive  agency's  need  for  the 
property  or  services  is  of  such  unusual  and 
compelling  urgency  that  the  Government 
would  be  seriously  injured  by  the  delay  as¬ 
sociated  with  using  competitive  procedures; 

“(3)  it  is  necessary  to  award  the  contract 
to  s  particular  source  or  sources  in  order  to 
(A)  maintain  a  facility,  producer,  manufac¬ 
turer.  or  other  supplier  available  for  fur¬ 
nishing  property  or  services  in  case  of  a  na¬ 
tional  emergency.  (B)  achieve  industrial  mo¬ 
bilization  in  the  case  of  such  an  emergency, 
or  <C)  establish  or  maintain  an  essential  re¬ 
search  capability  to  be  provided  by  an  edu¬ 
cational  or  otner  nonprofit  institution  or  a 
research  and  development  center  funded  by 
the  United  States; 

“(4)  the  terms  of  any  international  agree¬ 
ment  or  treaty  between  the  United  States 
Government  and  a  foreign  government,  or 
international  organization,  or  the  directions 
of  any  foreign  government  reimbursing  the 
executive  agency  for  the  cost  of  the  pro¬ 
curement  of  the  property  or  services  for 
such  government,  have  the  effect  of  requir¬ 
ing  the.  use  of  noncompetitive  procedures; 

“(5)  a  statute  authorizes  or  requires  that 
the  procurement  be  made  through  another 
executive  agency  or  from  a  specified  source 
or  the  agency’s  need  is  for  a  brand-name 
commercial  item  for  authorized  resale;  or 
"(8)  the  disclosure  of  the  executive  agen¬ 
cy's  needs  to  more  than  one  source  would 
compromise  the  national  security. 

“(f)  For  the  purposes  of  applying  subsec¬ 
tion  (e)Xlv- 

“(1)  property  or  services  shall  be  consid¬ 
ered  to  be  available  from  a  source  if  such 
source  has  the  capability  to  produce  the 
property  or  deliver  the  service  In  accordance 
with  the  Government’s  specifications  and 
delivery  schedule;  and 
■•(2)  m  the  case  of  the  procurement  of 
technical  or  special  property  which  has  re¬ 
quired  a  substantial  initial  investment  or  tn 
extended  pcr.Uo  %.*  preparation  for  manu¬ 
facture.  and  where  k  is  HVil.  ;hst  produc¬ 
tion  by  a  source  other  than  *he  c  ir  \i 
source  would  resuft  tn  additions  cost  *•  ' 
Government  by  reason  of  duplication  of  * 
vestment  or  would  result  in  duplication  of 
necessary  preparation  which  would  unduly 
delay  the  procurement  of  the  property,  the 
property  may  be  deemed  to  be  available 
only  from  the  Initial  source  and  maybe  pro¬ 
cured  through  noncompetitive  procedures. 

(g)  An  executive  agency  may  not  award  a 
contract  using  noncompetitive  procedures 


“(l)  the  use  of  such  procedures  has  been 
justified  in  writing;  and 
”12>  a  notice  has  been  published  with  re¬ 
spect  to  such  contract  pursuant  to  section 
313  and  all  bids  or  proposals  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  such  notice  have  been  considered 
by  such  executive  agency, 

“(h)  For  the  purposes  of  the  following 
laws,  purchases  or  contracts  made  under 
this  title  using  other  than  sealed  bid  proce¬ 
dures  shall  be  treated  ss  li  they  were  made 
with  sealed  bid  procedures; 

“(1)  The  Act  entitled  'An  Act  to  provide 
conditions  for  the  purchase  of  supplies  and 
the  making  of  contracts  by  the  United 
States,  and  for  other  purposes’,  approved 
June  30.  1036  (commonly  referred  to  as  the 
•WaUh-Healey  Act’)  (41  U.S.C.  33-45). 

“(2)  The  Act  entitled  ’An  Act  relating  to 
the  rate  of  wages  for  laborers  and  mechan¬ 
ics  emploved  on  public  buildings  of  the 
United  States  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
by  contractors  and  subcontractors,  and  for 
other  purposes,  approved  March  3.  1931 
(commonly  referred  to  as  the  'Davts-Bacon 
Act’)  (40  U.S.C.  276a-276a-5).'\ 

(2)  by  adding  at  the  end  of  section  309  (41 
U.S.C.  230)  the  following  new  subsections: 

“(b)  The  term  executive  agency'  has  the 
same  meaning  as  provided  in  section  4(a)  of 
the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy 
Act  (41  U.S.C.  403(a)).  except  that  such 
term  does  not  Include  the  departments  or 
establishments  specified  in  section  2303(a) 
of  title  10.  United  States  Code. 

“(c)  The  term  competitive  procedures’ 
means  procedures  under  which  an  executive 
agency  enters  into  a  contract  after  soliciting 
sealed  bids  or  competitive  proposals  from 
more  than  one  source  that  Is  capable  of  sat¬ 
isfying  the  needs  of  the  executive  agency. 

"(d)  The  term  noncompetitive  proce¬ 
dures’  means  procedures  other  than  compet¬ 
itive  procedures. 

“<e>  The  term  ’small  purchase'  means  any 
purchase  or  contract  which  does  not  exreed 
s 25.000.  A  proposed  procurement  shall  not 
be  divided  into  several  procurements  pri¬ 
marily  for  the  purpose  of  using  the  small 
purchase  procedures.":  and 

(3)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  sections: 

“soLiciTATion  KrqtniiracHTS 
"Src.  311.  (aXl)  Each  solicitation  under 
this  title  shall  Include  specifications 
which— 

“(A)  consistent  with  the  needs  of  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  agency,  permit  effective  competi¬ 
tion:  and 

“(B>  include  restrictive  provisions  or  con¬ 
ditions  only  to  the  extent  necessary  to  satis¬ 
fy  such  needs  or  as  authorized  by  law. 

“(2)  For  the  purposes  of  paragraph  (1). 
the  type  of  specification  included  in  any  so¬ 
licitation  shall  depend  on  the  nature  of  the 
needs  of  the  executive  agency  and  the 
market  available  to  satisfy  such  needs.  Sub¬ 
ject  to  such  needs,  specifications  may  be 
stated  in  terms  of— 

"(A)  (unction  so  that  a  variety  of  products 
or  services  may  Quality. 

"(B)  performance,  including  specifications 
of  the  range  of  acceptable  characteristics  or 
of  the  minimum  acceptable  standards;  or 


(2)  Any  prim#  contract  or  eh*ngt  or 
modification  th#r«to  under  which  a  certifl- 
<*%(«  la  required  under  oarumoh  (1)  ihail 
contain  a  provision  that  the  pile#  to  the 
Government,  Inc  Judin#  profit  or  ft#,  shall 
be  adjusted  to  exclude  any  stfnlftetni  sums 
by  which  it  may  be  determined  by  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  teener  that  such  price  was  increased 
because  the  contractor  or  any  subcontractor 
required  to  furnish  luch  a  certificate,  fur¬ 
nished  eoet  or  pricing  data  which,  as  of  a 
date  sorted  upon  between  the  ponies 
(which  date  shall  be  as  close  to  the  date  of 
aereement  on  the  price  as  is  practicable), 
wss  inaccurate,  incomplete,  or  noncurrent. 

"(3)  For  the  purpose  of  evaluating  the  ac¬ 
curacy.  completeness,  and  currency  of  cost 
or  priclnf  data  required  to  be  submitted  by 
this  subsection,  any  authorized  representa¬ 
tive  of  the  head  of  the  acency  who  is  an  em¬ 
ployee  of  the  United  States  Government 
shall  have  the  right.  untU  the  expiration  of 
three  years  after  final  payment  under  the 
contract  or  subcontract,  to  examine  ail 
boons,  records,  documents,  and  other  data 
of  the  contractor  or  subcontractor  related 
to  the  proposal  for  the  contract,  the  discus¬ 
sions  conducted  on  the  proposal  under  this 
chsbter.  pricing.  or  performance  of  the  con¬ 
tract  or  subcontract. 

.'Ml  The  requirements  of  this  subsection 
need  not  be  applied  to  contracts  or  subcon¬ 
tracts  where  the  price  is  based  on  adequate 
price'  competition,  established  catalog  or 
marxet  prices  of  commercial  Items  sold  in 
substantial  quantities  to  the  central  public, 
prices  set  by  law  or  refutation  or.  in  excep¬ 
tional  cases  where  the  head  of  the  executive 
icency  determines  that  the  requirements  of 
this  subsection  may  be  waived  and  nates  in 
writing  his  reasons  for  such  determina¬ 
tion.". 

COKTOBMUVa  AMKXDMXXTS 

Sec.  103.  ts)  Title  lit  of  the  Federal  Prep- 
erty  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  19*9 
(41  U.S.C.  Ml  et  seq.)  is  amended— 

1 1 )  in  section  302  (41  UAC.  232)— 

(A)  by  stnklnc  out  the  second  sentence  In 
subsection  <b>: 

'  8)  by  striking  out  subsections  (c>.  (d>.  and 
(e)  and  Insert  ini  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

?cxl>  This  title  does  not  (A)  authorize 
the  erection,  repair,  or  furnishing  of  any 
puolic  building  or  public  improvement,  but 
such  authorization  shall  be  required  In  the 
same  manner  as  heretofore,  or  permit 
any  contract  for  the  construction  or  repair 
of  buildings,  roads,  sidewalks,  sewers,  mains, 
or  similar  items  using  other  than  sealed  bid 
procedure*  under  section  303<dXl).  if  the 
conditions  set  forth  in  section  303  (dXl) 
apply  or  the  contract  (s  to  be  performed 
oucstde  the  United  States. 

(2)  section  303  (dxn  does  not  require  the 
use  of  sealed  bid  procedures  in  cases  .n 
which  section  204  <e)  of  title  23.  United 
States  Code,  applies.”:  and 

(C)  by  redesignating  subsection  (f>  as  sub¬ 
section  (d): 

1 2)  by  striking  out  the  heading  of  section 
304  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

•coimucr  atquniExnrrs”; 

(3)  in  section  304  <41  U.S.C.  234)— 

< A)  by  striking  out  •negotiated  pursuant 
to  section  302<c>”  in  the  first  sentence  of 
subsection  <a>  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

awarded  using  other  than  sealed  bid  oroce* 
Jures”: 

'  Bi  by  striking  out  •negotiated  pursuant 
to  section  302tc>*  in  the  second  sentence  of 
subsection  ta>  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 

awarded  after  using  other  than  sealed  bid 
procedures”  and 
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<C)  by  strut] ni  out  "negottatad  without 
tdvertlstng  pursuant  to  authority  contained 
in  thla  Act"  tn  tho  first  sentence  of  subeec- 
ttos  <e)  and  Inserting  tn  Hast  thereof " award¬ 
ed  after  using  other  chan  sealed  bid  proce¬ 
dure'*: 

(4)  in  section  307  (41  U.3.C.  357V— 

(A)  by  nnkini  out  "Except  aa  provided  In 
lubeeetloo  <b>.  and  except"  in  the  second 
sentence  of  tubeaction  (a]  and  lnasrtlng  in 
lieu  thereof  "Except": 

IB)  by  imam*  out  subsscOon  (bit 
tC)  by  striking  out  "by  pencrapha  (U>- 
(11).  or  (14)  of  section  J0*e>."  tn  eubeecUon 
(eh 

(Ol  by  rodssignaung  eubeecUon  (e>  ae  sub- 
aeeuon  (bn  and 

(E)  by  striking  out  eubeecUon  (d>: 

(1)  by  striking  out  "entered  Into  pursuant 
to  section  302(0  without  advert  lam* . "  in 
aeeuon  300  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"made  or  awarded  after  using  other  then 
seeled  bid  procedures'":  and 
(0)  by  stnklnc  out  -section  302(exi,r>  of 
this  title  without  retard  to  the  advert unnr 
requirements  of  aeetiona  102(0  and  303."  In 
section  310  and  Inaenmt  in  lieu  thereof 
"the  provisions  of  thla  title  matins  to  other 
than  sealed  bid  procedures.  ". 

(b)  The  table  of  contents  of  such  Act  fa 
amended  by  etnklnt  out  the  lieu  relattnc  to 
section  104  end  ineerunt  in  lieu  thereof  the 
following: 

"See.  304.  Contract  requirement!.". 

TITLE  II-  AMEND  MEJTTS  TO  TITLE  10. 

LfWI  lEO  STATES  CODE 
coitfPtTiva  axe  eoecoesrtimea 


See.  20 L.  (at  Chapter  127  of  title  10. 
United  suttee  Code,  is  amended— 

(1)  in  section  2302— 

(A)  by  Ineerunt  "the  Secretary,  any 
Deouty  Secretary,  any  Under  Secretary,  or 
any  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defeneer"  after 
'means"  to  Claus* UK 

(B)  by  stnklnc  out  daueee  (2)  and  (3)  of 
section  2302  and  ineerunt  in  lieu  thereof 
the  following: 

(2)  Agency  means  any  department  or  es- 
tabllshment  specified  In  section  3303(a)  of 
this  title. 

(3)  'Competitive  procedures'  means  pro¬ 
cedures  under  wnteh  the  heed  of  an  ateney 
enters  into  v.  contract  after  soliciting  sealed 
bids  or  eompetltire  proposals  from  more 
than  one  source  that  Is  capable  of  satisfying 
the  needs  of  the  ateney. 

"'4)  Noncompetitive  procedures'  means 
procedures  other  than  com  petit]  re  proce¬ 
dures. 

"(3)  Small  purchase"  means  any  purchase 
or  contract  which  does  not  exceed  S23.000. 
A  proposed  procurement  shall  not  be  divid¬ 
'd  into  several  procurements  primarily  for 
the  purpose  of  using  small  purchase  proce¬ 
dures.'": 

(3)  In  section  2303(s>— 

'A)  by  redesignating  clauses  (1).  (2).  (1). 

(4),  and  (3)  as  clauses  (2).  (3).  (4).  (3).  and 
(#).  respectively,  and 

f9)  by  inserting  before  clauae  121  (as  re- 
destsnated  by  subclause  (A))  the  following: 

•'Mi  The  Department  of  Defense. 

1 3)  by  striking  out  sections  3304  and  3305 
and  insertint  In  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"*1 330S.  Comreuttoe  ri.uir.imwu 

"'a)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (el 
of  this  section  or  otherwise  authorized  by 
law.  the  head  of  an  agency  shall  use  compet¬ 
itive  procedures  in  making  contracts  r or 
property  or  services.  The  head  of  an  aceney 
shall  use  advance  procurement  planning 
and  marxet  researen  and  mall  prepare 
specifications  ui  suen  a  manner  as  is  neces¬ 


sary  to  obtain  effective  competitive  wun 
due  retard  to  tha  nature  of  the  property  or 
services  to  be  acquired.  The  head  of  an 
agency  shall  use  the  competitive  procedure 
or  combination  of  competitive  procedures 
that  is  bast  suited  under  the  circumstances 
of  the  procurement  action  and  shall  specify 
the  needs  of  the  agency  and  solicit  bids  or 
proposals  in  a  manner  designed  to  achieve 
sff  active  competition  tor  the  contract. 

"tbl  The  head  of  an  agency  may  provide 
for  the  procurement  of  property  or  services 
In  order  to  establish  or  maintain  any  alter¬ 
native  source  or  sources  of  supply  under 
this  title  using  competitive  procedures  but 
excluding  a  particular  source  ror  tnat  prop¬ 
erty  or  sendees  if  such  head  of  an  agency 
determines  that  to  do  so  would  (1)  Increase 
or  maintain  competition  and  would  likely 
mult  tn  reduced  overall  coats  tor  such  pro¬ 
curement.  or  tor  any  anticipated  procure¬ 
ment.  of  property  or  services.  1 2)  be  In  the 
interest  of  industrial  mobilisation  in  case  of 
a  national  emergency,  or  (3)  be  in  the  inter- 
set  of  national  defense  in  establishing  or 
maintaining  an  cnemial  research  capability 
to  be  provided  by  an  educational  or  other 
nonprofit  institution  or  a  research  and  de¬ 
velopment  center  funded  by  the  United 
Slates. 

"(0  Procurement  regulations  shall  include 
special  simplified  procedures  end  forme  for 
small  purr  ns  see  to  facilitate  making  smell 
purchases  efficiently  and  economically. 

id)  For  other  then  small  purchases,  the 
heed  of  aa  agency,  when  using  competitive 
procedures— 

"(1)  shall  solicit  sealed  bide  when— 

"(A)  tone  permits  the  solicitation,  submis¬ 
sion.  and  evaluation  of  seeled  bids: 

"IB)  the  award  ml)  be  made  on  the  beau 
of  price  and  other  pviee^wtated  factors: 

"(.O  it  is  noe  necessary  tn  conduct  dlecue- 
Uone  with  the  responding  sources  snout 
their  aids:  and 

"(D)  then  —  reaeesiaCH  expectation  of  re¬ 
ceiving  mats  than  one  sealed  bid: 

"(2)  shell  request  competitive  proposals 
from  responding  sources  when  seeled  bids 
era  not  required  under  clauae  1 1)  of  this  sub¬ 
section. 

'lei  The  head  of  in  agency  may  use  non- 
competitive  procedures  only  when— 

“tl)  the  property  or  services  needed  by 
the  Government  are  available  from  only  one 
source  and  no  other  type  of  property  or 
services  will  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  agency: 

"(2)  the  agency  s  need  far  the  pro  pc  nr  or 
services  is  of  such  unusual  aoo  comoelllng 
urgency  tnat  the  Government  would  oe  sen- 
ouajy  injured  by  the  delay  aasociaied  with 
using  competitive  procedures:  • 

"(31  it  is  necessary  to  award  the  contract 
to  a  particular  source  or  sources  in  order  to 
(A)  maintain  a  faculty,  producer,  manufac¬ 
turer.  or  other  supplier  available  (or  fur¬ 
nishing  property. or  services  In  case  of  a  na¬ 
tional  emergency.  <B)  acnieve  industrial  mo¬ 
bilisation  m  the  caee  of  such  an  emergency. 
or  *  C)  establish  or  maintain  an  essential  re¬ 
search  capability  to  be  provided  by  an  edu¬ 
cational  or  other  nonoroflt  institution  or  a 
research  and  development  center  funded  by 
the  United  States: 

ill  the  terms  of  any  mtemanonal  agr-e- 
rnent  or  treaty  between  me  United  States 
Government  and  s  foreign  government  or 
internationsi  organization,  or  the  direetions 
of  any  foreign  government  reimbursing  the 
agency  for  the  com  of  the  procurement  of 
the  property  or  services  for  such  govern- 
ment.  nave  ihe  effect  of  requiring  me  use  of 
noncomoetitive  procedures: 

*3)  a  -tacute  authorize,  or  requires  tnat 
the  prcciirement  be  made  through  a  no  in  -  r 
agency  or  from  a  specified  source,  or  i  tie 
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agency'*  need  u  lor  a  braad*oame  eomraar-  D«cu  to  conaiwrin  cv 
cud  ium  lor  authorised  rmir  or  competitive  propo«4i£ 

<•)  the  disclosure  of  t am  mncri  needa  "tu>  Uit  relative  u 
to  non  than  on*  source  voukl  compromise  each  of  thoae  Isctor*; 
m  ntuoftii  —curtly.  “(B)  tn  the  cut  of  > 

-CO  For  the  purpose*  of  applying  mcUoq  a  statement  th 

23W(txn  hereof:  (A)  property  or  senruae*  ml uaud  without  dU 
shail  be  consider**!  to  be  available  from  ft  dorr  and 
source  if  such  source  tins  me  capability  to  "(Hi  the  time  and  p. 
produce  th«  property  or  deliver  th*  sendee  the  sealed  bids;  and 
in  accordance  with  the  Government  s  spod*  *<C)  m  the  case  of  c 
Oca  cions  and  delivery  schedule,  and  (B>  in  **<i>  a  statement  ’.hi 


D«et»  to  eonelder  to  evaluating  wiled  bids  or  other  offerors  of  th*  rejection  ot  their  pro 
competitive  proposals:  and  potaii. 

"(U>  the  relative  importance  aaalgned  to  ”(5>  If  the  head  of  an  agency  considers 
*»eh  of  thow  factor*  that  any  bid  or  prtiDoeai  evidence!  a  vtola- 

"(Bi  in  th*  caw  oi  wiled  Bid*-  tion  of  the  antitrust  lawi.  hi  *h»U  refev  the 

"(1)  i  statement  thit  wiled  bid*  *111  be  bid  or  propoeal  to  the  Attorney  Generu  tot 
evaluated  without  discussions  with  the  bid-  appropriate  action. 


nviwi-  i/tJ  ynwikf  wi  «> ■  - • — - - - -  ---  -  „  _ , 

I  Mil  be  considered  to  be  available  from  i  deer,  end  •■(exlXA)  Except  as  provided  in  p»n 

aoufde  If  «uch  source  ha*  th*  capability  to  "(II)  the  time  and  plane  for  the  o Denial  of  graph  I3>  of  title  subsection— 

produce  the  property  or  deliver  th#  wrnc*  the  sealed  bid*:  and  .  "ill  the  head  of  an  agency  mtendine  to  so 

in  accordance  with  th*  Government's  *ped-  "(C)  in  the  case  of  competitive  oropoeal*-  Kelt  bids  or.  prooo**ls  for  *  contract  lor 
fictions  and  delivery  schedule,  and  (Bl  In  “<i>  a  statement  that  the  preooaal*  art  In-  property  or  services  at  a  price  expected  to 
tn#  caw  of  tne  procurement  of  technical  or  tended  to  oe  evaluated  with,  and  award*  exceed  JLO.hOO  shall  furnish  lor  publication 
special  property  which  has  reoulred  a  aub-  made  after,  dlacuatmna  with  the  Offerer!  by,  !he  Secretary  of  Commerce  a  notice  fle- 
stantlaj  initial  tnveatnteut  or  an  extended  but  miiht  be  evaluated  and  awarded  with-  scribed  in  parairapn  (31  of  this  subsection. 
p*~xl  or  preparation  for  manufacture,  and  out  diacusalona  with  the  offerors:  and  end 

wner*  It  la  Uhcly  that  production  by  a  "(111  the  time  and  place  tor  aubmiaeion  of  -tjn  th*  head  of  tn  agency  awarding  a 
•ourc*  other  than  th*  original  source  would  proposal*.  ,  contract  for  property  or  services  at  a  once 

result  In  additional  cost  to  the  Government  "10X11  Th*  head  of  an  agency  shall  evalu-  exceeding  110.000  ahall  furnuh  for  publics 
by  reason  of  duplication  of  Investment  or  aw  sealed  bids  and  competitive  proposal*  Uan  By  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  a  notice 
would  result  in  duplication  ot  noeeaeary  baaed  solely  on  th*  factor!  specified  in  th*  announcing  such  award  if  there  la  UXely  to 


preparation  which  would  unduly  delay  th*  solicitation., 
procurement  of  the  property,  the  property  "(21  All  eei 
may  be  deemed  id  be  available  only  from  ala  received  I 
the  Initial  source  and  may  be  procured  be  rejected  I 
through  noncompetitive  procedures.  mines  that  a 

■■<*>  The  Head  of  an  agency  may  not  eat. 
sward  a  contract  using  noncompetitive  pro-  "(3i  Seal* 
ceduras  unleea—  at  th*  tun* 

"Ill  the  uw  of  euch  procedure*  has  been  tion.  Th*  hi 
luatlfled  In  writing;  and  tht  Bids  writ 

••(21  a  notice  hat  been  published  with  re-  den  and  shi 


(2)  All  sealed  bid*  or  competitive  propoa- 


b*  any  subcontract  under  such  contract. 

-fB)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  ihail 


ala  received  In  reaponw  to  a  solicitation  may  Bubiwn  promptly  in  tn*  Commerce  Bueinews 


be  rejected  If  the  head  of  an  ******  a*)et-  0ally  each  notice  reoulred  By  subpartition 
mines  tnat  eueh  action  la  m  tne  public  mi»r-  (A)  tWg  BlrMrtBh- 

•(C)  Whenever  a  head  of  an  agency  la  re¬ 
lit  Sealed  btda  ahall  be  opened  publlclv  irtd  6y  subparagraph  (AXl)  of  this  pars- 
me  tune  and  place  Its  led  In  the  solicits-  ^ph  to  furnish  a  notice  of  a  solicitation  to 


at  me  tune  and  place  stated  In  the  soltena-  to  furnish  a  notice  of  a  solicitation  to 

tion.  Th*  head  ef  an  ******  shall  evaluate  lh#  a^^iary  of  Commerce,  such  head  of  an 
the  bid*  without  discussions  with  the  wo-  |((n<:y.  m>y  not_ 

ders  and  shall,  eicept  as  provided  in  pars-  -•((>  iuUt  such  solicitation  earlier  than  flf- 


luatlfled  Ui  writing;  and  tht  Bid*  without  discussions  wit  n  me  mo-  ,gfncy  may  not- 

••(2)  a  notice  ha*  been  published  with  re-  den  and  shall,  except  as  provided  in  pars-  ,.(1)  tt3u,  luCh  solicitation  earlier  than  flf- 
speet'io  auch  contract  pursuant  to  aecuos  grapn  (2)  of  tm*  mneariion.  award  a  eon-  tptn  davs  slier  the  date  on  which  tuch 
2303(0  of  this  utl*  and  all  bids  or  proposals  tract  with  reasonable  proraptneea  to  the  rc-  notlct  u  published  by  the  Secretary  of  Coin- 
received  in  response  to  auen  notice  have  sponsible  bidder  whose  bid  conform*  to  the  mttw;  or 

been  considered  by  such  head  of  to  aeeocy.  sollciation  and  is  meat  advantageous  to  the  -(if)  establish  a  deadline  for  the  auomia- 
■(h)  Pot  th*  purposes  of  the  following  am  ted  State*,  aolely  conatdertnt  the  price  llon  o(  ell  bids  or  propoeala  In  response  to 
laws  purchases  or  contract*  made  under  wod  me  other  factors  included  in  th*  solid-  ,uch  solicitation  tnat  la  earlier  man  thirty 
mi*  chapwr  using  otner  than  sealed  bid  ution  under  aubaection  tax2MAl  of  this  arc-  ,[ter  the  date  on  which  auch  solicit*- 

procedures  snail  be  treated  ae  If  they  were  tion.  The  award  of  a  contract  mail  be  mad*  tlon  u 

mad*  with  seated  bid  procedure*;  by  transmitting  written  notice  of  the  award  ~<j)  tarn  notice  reoulred  Bv  paragraph 


mad*  with  seated  bid  procedure*;  by  trangmitunt  written  nonce  of  the  awerd 

-til  The  Act  entitled  An  Act  to  provide  to  m*  successful  bidder, 
conditions  for  me  purenaae  of  supplies  sod  -ti  ka>  The  heed  of  as  agency  ih*II  evalu- 
the  making  of  con  tracts  by  tne  United  .te  competitive  prepeweJs  and  may  award  a 
States,  and  for  other  purposes',  approved  contract— 


June  30.  1936  (commonly  referred  to  a*  tn* 
Wauh-Healey  Act)  141  M.C.  »-4Si. 

(31  Th*  Act  entitled  An  Act  mating  to 


-til  after  discussion*  conducted  with  the 
offerors  at  any  lime  after  receipt  of  th*  pro 


the  rate  of  wag«  for  lebnrete  and  mechan-  J-u  -  —  «  1  «  «" 

Unitld  State!  Mid  me 'Slstnct  o(*CoIumbia  .w1al,TO,lt  ucred1 for' the *00? 

nsi 

(commonlv  referred  to  rn  the  Davla-Bacon  iTISJLrere 


Act  )  (40  U.S.C.  «»a-21»*-31. 

-I  UOJ.  Sotkluilea.  evalemlea.  •■*  award  ww* 
Sure*:  notice  nmmmu 


"(aXlxA)  Each  aolld tauon  under  this  ,Bit  Dncrx 


ef!«ciiv«  comp^tlilon  or  accurate  prior  cc*t 
e*p«r»efle«  the  product  or  aerrtee  that 
acceptance  of  an  mtuaJ  proooaal  without 
dicniasjoni  wouid  result  In  fair  and  reason* 


title  shall  include  specif tcauoni  which— 


<B)  In  the  case  of  award  of  a  contract 


U>  con* u tern  with  the  need*  of  the  under  jupparaataDh  <AX»  of  this  para- 


f?ncy.  perron  effective  competition:  and 
•ill)  include  restrictive  provision*  or  condl- 


sraoh.  the  head  or  an  acency  shall  conduct, 
before  such  award,  written  or  oral  oitcus- 


uonj  only  to  the  eatent  necessary  to  satis/ f  J1onjl  all  Sponsible  offerors  who 

auch  needs  or  as  authomed  by  iaw.  ^  submit  proposals  within  a  competitive 


fB>  For  the  purpose*  of  subparamoh  trvJ  other  evaluation  factors 

(A)  of  this  paracraph.  the  type  oi  apeeuic*-  rarul(vred. 


tuch  needs.  Subieet  to  auch  need*,  speeiflcm- 


trenh.  (he  nead  of  an  agency  mail  award 
me  contract  baaed  on  (he  proposals  received 


^SrS.1  Product, 


(I)  function  so  that  a  variety  of  oroducu 
or  services  may  Quality. 

(j»i  performance,  including  aoectficatioru  c  _  °n 
of  the  ranse  ol  acceptable  charactenstlca  or  "fD) 
of  the  raimmura  acceptable  standards  or  as  prov 
deaifti  reouvrements.  t,on-  1 


conducted  for  tne  purpose  of  minor  ctanfi- 


-<D>  The  nead  of  an  agency  shall,  except 
as  provided  in  paragraph  (2)  of  this  subsec¬ 
tion.  sward  a  contract  with  reasonable 


'■2)  Each  solicitation  for  sesled  bids  or  promptness  to  the  responsible  offeror  whose 
competitive  proposals  other  than  for  small  proposal  is  most  advantageous  to  the  United 


purchases  shall  at  a  minimum  include,  tn 
addition  to  the  spec! ( .cations  described  in 
oaragraph  <  t  >  of  this  subsection— 

<  ai  a  statement  of— 

an  sier.ificant  factors,  includint  price, 
which  th*  rnweutive  aeenev  r»«on*biv  cx- 


States,  solely  considertnc  price  and  other 
t actors  included  in  the  solicitation  under 
aubsection  <aK3XA>  of  this  aeetlon.  The 
head  of  the  atency  ihaJl  award  the  contract 
by  transmitting  written  notice  of  the  award 
to  such  offeror  and  shall  promptly  notify  sll 


davs  after  the  date  on  which  auch  solicita¬ 
tion  u  laaued. 

-(2)  Each  notice  reoulred  bv  paragroDh 
fix  AXl)  of  this  eubeecuon  mail  include— 
•'(A)  an  accurate  description  ol  tile  prop¬ 
erty  or  seme**  to  be  contracted  lor.  which 
description  I*  not  unnecessarily  restrictive 
of  competition: 

-(B)  the  name  and  address  of  the  officer 
or  employee  of  th#  agency  who  may  be  con¬ 
tacted  for  the  purpoa*  of  obtaining  a  copy 
of  the  solicitation; 

■•(Cl  »  atatement  that  any  Demon  may 
submit  a  bid  or  oroooeal  which  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  agency;  and 

ID)  in  th#  case  of  a  procurement  using 
noncompetitive  procedural  a  atatement  of 
the  reason  Justifying  the  use  of  noncompeti¬ 
tive  procedures  and  the  identity  of  the  in¬ 
tended  source, 

(3(A)  A  noue*  la  not  reoulred  under  para¬ 
graph  (lXA)of  thi* aubaection  l(— 

•■(l)  the  notice  would  disclose  the  agency'* 
need*  and  the  disclosure  of  such  needs 
would  com  promt**  the  national  security:  or 
■•tti)  the  proposed  noncompetitive  procure¬ 
ment  would  result  Irom  acceptance  of  an 
unsolicited  research  proooeal  tnat  demon¬ 
strate*  a  unique  or  innovative  research  con¬ 
cept  and  the  publication  of  any  notice  of 
such  unsolicited  research  proocee)  would 
disclose  the  originality  of  thought  or  Inno- 
vativenesa  of  the  proposed  reaearen  or  pro¬ 
prietary  data  associated  with  the  proposal. 

'B)  The  requirements  o(  paragraph 
(IX  Axi)  of  this  subsection  do  not  ipply— 

••(1)  to  any  procurement  under  conditions 
described  In  clause  C>.  (3>.  (4>.  or  (3)  of  sec¬ 
tion  33041  ei  of  this  title:  and 

Uli  in  the  case  o(  any  procurement  Ipr 
which  the  head  of  the  agency  carrying  out 
such  procurement  makes  k  decermmkiion  m 
writing,  with  tne  concurrence  o(  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Small  Business  Administra¬ 
tion.  that  it  is  not  appropriate  or  feesonapie 
to  publish  a  notice  before  issuing  a  solicita¬ 
tion.  :  and 
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APPENDIX  A 


li  by  adding  at  the  end  mereof  th*  fol 
lowing  n«w  section. 

<t  231*.  Hewrt  fm«ni»»u 

'*>  Each  rind  of  an  agency  mall  e*i*i>- 
lUh  and  maintain  for  a  p*nod  of  five  year*  a 
record,  by  fiscal  year.  of  th*  procurements, 
oi her  than  small  pure  ha***,  in  aucn  fiscal 
rtv  m  wrnch— 

<  1 1  noocomp#tiu»t  procedure*  were  us**,; 
and 

■3)  only  one  bid  or  propoosl  wee  nrwrw 
tiler  competitive  procedure*  were  uua 
1  b)  The  record  established  under  sutwcc- 
t;on  i»i  o.  mu  section  snail  include,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  each  procurement— 

(1)  information  identifying  me  source  to 
whom  the  contract  was  awarded. 

1 2)  the  property  or  senrir?*  oDramed  by 
■.he  Oovemmem  under  trie  procurement: 

3>  the  to  Lai  coet  of  me  procurement. 

'4i  the  reason  under  section  23044  e)  of 
•hu  title  for  tne  use  of  noncompetitive  pro¬ 
cedure*;  and 

31  the  position  of  the  officer*  or  employ, 
res  of  me  agency  who  required  and  ap¬ 
proved  me  use  of  noncompetitive  proce¬ 
dure*  m  suen  procurement. 

‘Ci  The  information  included  in  the 
record  established  and  maintained  under 
subsection  :a»  snail  t>e  inrumitted  to  me 
Federal  Procurement  Data  Center  referred 
to  in  aection  6<dxSi  of  mo  Office  of  Federal 
P-ocurement  Policy  Act  <41  U  3  C 
«OS«dMS»  ’ 

The  table  of  sections  at  the  beginning 
cf  such  chapter  is  amended  - 

li  oy  sinking  out  the  items  relating  to 
lections  230*  and  2303  and  inserting  .o  Ueu 
i.-irreof  the  following- 
2304  Competition  requirements. 

2303.  Solicitation.  evaluation.  nd  award 
procedure*:  notlc*  require¬ 

ments.  . 

and 

■  2)  oy  adding  at  me  end  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  item: 

331*  Record  requirement*. 

cOMroauiNa  tunniuiirri 
3sc-  2u2  Chapter  ;37  of  title  10.  United 
States  Code  s  amended^ 

■  l »  m  section  2304— 

A)  by  stnaing  out  may.  in  negotiating 
contracts  under  section  2304. '  in  the  second 
sentence  of  subsection  <a>  and  inserting  in 
iieu  thereof  may  -n  awarding  contracts 
after  using  other  man  sealed  bid  proce¬ 
dure* 

■  B>  o*  sinking  out  negotiated  under  sec¬ 
tion  230*  •  in  me  ilm  sentence  of  subsection 
1  b i  and  inserting  m  '.leu  thereof  awar^oi 
after  using  other  than  sealed  bid  pioce- 
iure* 

C>  by  sinking  out  section  2304  of  mu. 
title.  '  in  suoaection  -C)  and  inserting  tn  lieu 
thereof  thu  chapter  '. 

D>  m  subeeeuon  <fxi>— 

‘i»  by  sinking  out  clause  <A>  and  inserting 
os  lieu  thereof  the  followir.g- 

'  i  >  prior  to  me  award  of  any  prune  con- 
trsrt  under  this  title  after  using  other  than 
v*ned  bid  procedure*  vr.er*  'he  •’ontract 
pn-e  is  expected  to  exceed  *100  000.  \ 

■  I*  o>  lU.xing  out  .ie*. ^titled  eacn 
-■ace  U  appear*  in  the  second  paragrapn. 


■ui)  by  unkuna  out  negotiation.'  in  the 
third  paragraph  and  inserting  m  lieu  there¬ 
of  proposal  for  the  conLracu  m#  “Jlecus- 
Alone  cop  ducted  on  the  proposal  under  this 
title.'*:  and 

<t*>  by  sinking  out  *300,000**  each  place 
it  appear*  id  claueae  <B>.  <c>.  and  »D>  and 
inserting  m  ueu  thereof  "1100. COO:  and 
E>  by  adding  u  the  end  thereof  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  suoaection: 

"ill  Except  h  a  case  in  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Defense  determine*  that  mUtary  re¬ 
quirements  ntceseitate  the  specification  of 
container  sttee.  no  contract  for  me  carnage 
of  Government  property  in  other  than  Oov- 
•  mm  ent -owned  cargo  container*  sh  Ui  re¬ 
quire  carnage  of  men  property  in  cargo  con¬ 
tainer*  of  any  stated  length,  height,  or 
width.  \ 

•  3>  by  sulking  out  nioeectioa  <b>  of  sec¬ 
tion  2310  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  me 
following: 

'U  £ach  determination  or  decision  under 
section  23CMNc>.  section  23064  gM  1 ).  «4Ktion 
2307(e>.  or  section  2313<c>  of  (hu  line  snail 
be  based  on  a  written  finding  by  the  perton 
making  the  determination  or  decision, 
enich  finding  snail  set  out  facts  and  circum¬ 
stance*  mas  •'  l)  clearly  indicate  why  the 
type  of  contract  selected  under  section 
230«<c>  u  likely  to  be  lews  costly  than  any 
other  type  or  that  :t  ia  impracticable  u> 
obtain  property  or  service*  of  th*  kind  or 
quality  required  exceot  under  such  a  con¬ 
tract.  «2)  suooort  th*  finding*  required  oy 
section  2306< g x l j.  <3)  clearly  indicate  wny 
advance  payment*  under  section  2.102(e) 
would  be  m  tne  puoiii:  mureat.  or  n»  clearly 
Lfldicat*  why  the  application  of  section 
2313(b)  to  a  contract  or  subcontract  with  a 
foreign  contractor  or  foreign  subcontractor 
would  not  n-  -n  the  puolic  interest.  Such  a 
findihf  u  final  and  shall  be  keot  available  in 
the  agency  for  at  least  si*  yea.**  after  the 
date  of  the  determinauon  or  decuion.  A 
copy  of  the  finding  shall  be  suom.tted  io 
the  General  Accounting  Office  with  eacn 
contract  to  wnich  it  appuea. '. 

»3>  by  nrrn g  put  frttion  23 M  and  insert 
mg  in  ueu  mereof  tne  foilowinr.  "Th*  head 
of  an  agency  may  delegate,  subject  to  ni*  di¬ 
rection.  to  any  other  officer  or  off  ciai  of 
'.hat  agency,  any  power  under  ihn  chap¬ 
ter.  and 

1 4>  by  sulking  out  negotiated''  in  the 
second  sentence  of  section  2313(b)  and  n- 
serting  in  lieu  mereof  awarded  after  using 
omer  tnan  sealed  bid  procedure* 

TTTLE  III  — ADVOCATE  FOR  COMPETI¬ 
TION  ANNUAL  REPORT  ON  COMPE- 

TTTZOH 

birovmow 

Sec  301  For  the  purpose*  of  this  title,  the 
term  executive  agency  nas  tne  same 
meaning  as  provided  m  sectiom  41  a  1  cf  the 
Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act 
■  41  U-3  C.  40)(a>i. 

advocat*  roa  costgrrmow 

S«c.  303.  **!>  TTiere  is  estkpilshed  m 
rich  executive  agency  an  advocate  for  com¬ 
petition. 

■2>  miacn  head  of  an  executive  agency 
snail— 


iA)  designate  for  each  executive  agency 
on*  officer  or  employee  serving  in  a  potman 
authorised  for  such  executive  agency  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  to  serve  as  me 
advocate  for  cum  petition; 

(B)  relieve  ruch  officer  or  employe*  of  ail 
duu**  and  reeponai bUi He*  that  *r#  incon¬ 
sistent  with  tn*  dutiee  and  reeponai  bill  ties 
of  the  advocate  for  competition,  and 
<C>  provide  such  officer  or  employe*  with 
such  staff  or  uaistanca  as  may  be  necessary 
to  carry  out  the  dutiee  and  responsibilities 
of  (he  advocate  for  competition. 

ibKl)  Th*  advocate  for  competition  mail 
promote  competition  in  the  procurement  of 
property  and  service*. 

<2i  Th*  advocate  for  compeition  in  an  ex- 
•cutiv#  agency  snail— 

(A)  review  the  purchasing  and  contract  ng 
actintle*  of  the  executive  agency: 

B)  Identify  and  report  to  the  head  of  me 
executive  agency¬ 
'll  opportunities  to  achieve  competition 
on  me  oasts  of  p.ice  ana  other  signJicant 
factor*  ji  me  purchase*  and  contracts  of 
me  executive  agency. 

<ih  solicitations  and  proposed  solicitations 
which  include  unneceaaanly  detailed  specifi¬ 
cations  or  unnecessarily  restrictive  sta'e- 
mecj  of  need  wnich  may  reduce  competi¬ 
tion  in  th*  procurement  activities  of  the  ex¬ 
ecutive  agency  and 

uUi  any  other  condition  or  action  wruen 
has  th*  effect  of  unneewaar.ly  restricting 
competition  in  the  procurement  actions  oi 
th*  executive  agency;  and 
<C)  prep*/*  and  transmit  to  th*  head  of 
th*  executive  agency  an  annual  report  ue- 
icnblng  hi*  activities  under  this  section, 

AjnroAt  urosy 

Sec.  203.  <a>  Not  laur  than  September  3u 
of  each  of  1963.  1964.  1983  and  1988.  each 
head  of  an  executive  agency  snail  transmit 
Uj  the  Committee  on  Governmental  Affair* 
of  th*  Senate  and  th*  Committee  on  Gov- 
♦rornent  Operation*  of  th*  House  of  Repre¬ 
sentative*  mi  annual  report  including  :he 
information  specified  m  suoeecuoo  <o» 

' wi  Eacn  report  transmitted  under  suoaoc- 
tion  (ai  shall  include— 

'  1  -  a  specific  deeenption  of  aU  action*  that 
me  need  of  the  executive  agency  intends  to 
taae  during  tne  next  Cacai  year  u>— 

(A)  increase  'ompeuuon  for  rontracts 
with  tne  executive  agency  on  tne  basis  of 
price  and  other  significant  factor*;  and 
'■>  reduce  tne  number*  and  dollar  value 
of  rontracts  entered  uuo  oy  the  concuuve 
agency  after  soliciting  bids  or  proposal* 
from,  nr  evaluating  bids  or  proposals  with 
discussions  wtin.  only  on*  source:  and 
'  J)  a  summary  of  me  activities  and  accom¬ 
plishments  of  tne  advocates  for  competition 
of  in*  executive  agency  sunn*  me  fiscal 
year  in  wfti'.n  me  report  is  irans/nuied. 

Tvrvs  IV— Arevic**iuTY 
Sic.  401  The  amendments  made  oy  ;nu 
Act  shall  aoolv  with  rvooect  to  any  solicita¬ 
tions  for  bios  or  proposals  issued  '>*  an#r 
me  date  two  (moored  and  jcv-diy  •»» 
alter  the  date  of  '.he  enactment  of  this  Act 
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HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVE  VERSION  OF  THE  COMPETITION  IN 
CONTRACTING  ACT.  H.R.  ^184 


H.R.  51*4 

IN  THE  HOUSE  OP  REPRESENTATIVES 
March  20.  13*4 

Mr  Brooks  and  Mr  Horton  introduced  the  following  bill: 
which  «u  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Government 
Operations 

A  BILL 

To  revise  the  procedures  for  soliciting  and  evaluating  bids 
and  proposals  for  Government  contracts  and  awarding  such 
contracts  using  full  and  open  competition,  and  for  other 
purposes. 

3e  it  enacted  bp  Senate  and  House  of  Repress. - 
tatires  of  t he  United  States  of  America  m  Conprt  :.- 
asse+nblea  > 

That  this  Act  may  be  citeu  as  the  Competition  us  Contract¬ 
ing  Act  of  1984“ 

SEC-  2.  .at  The  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act 
j  amended  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
title 

“TITLE  11— FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT 
COMPETmON  REQUIREMENTS 
“PENERAL  PROHIBITION 

SEC  201.  Notwithstanding  any  ether  provtsiuii  t‘  law  no 
executive  agency  is  authorized  to  engage  m  any  procure¬ 
ment  uo less  such  procurement  is  conducted  m  accordance 
with  this  title  and  with  the  Government- wide  regulations 
prescribed  under  section  I05<b>  as  modified  pursuant  to 
section  205  of  this  title. 

••COMPCTTTION  REQUIREMENTS 
SEC  202.  (a*i)  ELxcept  as  provided  in  subsections  tb)  and 
ic;.  each  executive  agency  — 

*'A)  shall  use  full  and  open  competition  m  maxing 
contracts  for  property  or  services: 

B'»  shall  use  advance  procurement  planning  and  mar¬ 
ket  research  in  ail  procurements; 

‘■C  shall  use  the  competitive  practices  or  combinations 
thereof  that  is  best  suited  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
procurement  and 

*-D'  shall  state  its  requirements,  prepare  specifications, 
and  solicit  bids  or  proposals  m  a  manner  designed  to 
achieve  full  and  open  competition  for  the  contract 
-i2)  For  other  than  small  purchases,  an  executive  agency, 
when  using  competitive  practices— 

"i  A >  shall  solicit  sealed  bids  when— 

'•U  the  award  will  be  made  on  the  basis  of  price  and 
other  pnce-related  factors. 

■fill  it  is  not  necessary  to  conduct  discussions  with  the 
responding  sources  about  their  bids,  and 
“llli)  there  is  a  reasonable  expectation  of  receiving 
more  than  one  sealed  bid:  and 

“*B)  shall  request  competitive  proposals  when  sealed 
bids  are  not  required  under  clause  >Ai  of  tins  paragraph 
bill)  An  executive  agency  a  authorized  to  conduct  a 
procurement  using  practices  that  are  less  rigorous  than  full 
and  open  competition  only  when  — 

”•»  the  executive  agency's  need  for  the  property  or 
services  is  of  sucj  uouauai  lr.i  compelling  urgency  that 


'he  Government  would  be  seriously  injured  by  soliciting 
bids  or  proposals  from  all  qualified  sources: 

“(B)  the  executive  agency  determines  that  exclusion  of 
a  current  source  from  the  competition  is  necessary  :o 
establish  or  maintain  alternative  sources  of  supply  and 
that  to  do  so  would  increase  competition: 

“(C)  it  is  necessary  to  fulfill  the  goals  of  socially  and 
economically  disadvantaged  or  small  business  programs 
and  all  such  businesses  that  are  qualified  are  allowed  to 
compete,  or 

'D)  the  disclosure  of  the  executive  agency's  require¬ 
ments  to  ail  qualified  sources  would  compromise  the 
national  security 

"(21  An  executive  agency  may  not  award  a  contract  using 
practices  that  are  less  ngorous  thao  full  and  open  competi¬ 
tion  unless  — 

“A)  the  use  of  such  pracuces  is  fully  justified  in  writing 
by  the  contracting  officer  and  the  contracting  officer 
certifies  that  such  justification  is  accurate  and  complete. 

‘(B)  the  contracting  officer  s  justification  and  certifica¬ 
tion  statements  have  been  reviewed  and  approved  in 
writing  by  a  higher  level  official  involved  in  the  awarding 
of  the  contract  concerned:  and 

“•CD  a  notice  has  been  published  with  respect  to  such 
contract  pursuant  to  section  2Qjfa*lMA)  and  all  bids  or 
proposals  received  in  response  to  such  notice  have  been 
fully  considered  by  such  executive  agency 
"fc*li  An  executive  agency  is  authorized  *o  conduct  a 
procurement  using  practices  that  are  noncompetitive  only 
when  — 

■  A  i  the  property  or  services  required  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  are  available  from  only  one  source  and  no  competi¬ 
tive  alternative  can  be  made  available  that  will  satisfy 
the  requirements  of  the  executive  agency, 

(B)  it  is  necessary  >0  to  ms  in  tarn  a  facility,  producer, 
manufacturer,  or  other  supplier  available  for  furrushng 
property  or  services  in  the  event  of  a  national  emergency. 
<iii  to  achieve  industrial  mobilization  in  the  event  of  such 
an  emergency,  or  (iii)  to  maintain  an  essential  research 
capability  provided  by  an  educauonal  or  other  nonprofit 
institution  or  federally  funded  research  and  development 
center. 

“(CD  the  terms  of  any  international  agreement  or  treaty 
between  the  United  States  Government  and  a  foreign 
government  or  international  organization,  or  the  written 
direction*  of  any  foreign  government  reimbursing  the 
executive  agency  for  the  cost  of  the  procurement  of  the 
property  or  services  for  such  government,  have  the  effect 
of  reouinng  the  use  of  pracuces  that  are  noncompetitive, 
or 

iD)  a  statute  requires  that  the  procurement  be  made 
from  a  soecified  source 

i2i  An  executive  agency  may  not  award  a  contract  using 
procurement  pracuces  that  are  noncompeuuve  unless  — 

"•'A l  the  use  of  suer,  pracuces  is  fully  justified  m  writing 
by  the  contracting  officer  and  the  contracting  officer 
cernnes  that  suen  justification  is  accurate  and  complete 

(B)  the  contracung  officers  cemficauon  and  justifica¬ 
tion  statements  have  been  reviewed  and  approved  m 
writing  by  :he  read  of  the  procurement  activity 

'<0  a  nouce  has  been  published  with  respect  to  such 
contract  pursuant  to  tecuon  2Q3fa<UA>  and  ail  bias  or 
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proposal!  received  in  response  to  such  notice  nave  been 
fully  coandereq  by  such  executive  agency,  and 

(D)  the  justification  statement  prepared  pursuant  to 
clause  (A)  includes  at  a  minimum  the  following: 

"(1)  an  identification  of  the  agency*  requirement* 

’‘(ii)  a  description  of  the  facts  supporting  the  use  of 
ooocotnpetiuve  practices  under  pars  graph  <  1)  of  this 
subsection; 

"'ill)  a  demonstration,  based  on  the  proponed  contrac¬ 
tor  s  qualifications,  that  such  contractor  u  the  only 
source  able  to  meet  the  agency's  requirement: 

(ivi  a  description  of  the  market  survey  conducted,  or 
the  reasons  a  market  survey  could  not  be  conducted,  to 
locate  other  sources; 

"'v»  a  listing  of  all  potential  sources  wbo  bad  ex¬ 
pressed  an  interest  in  the  procurement  and  the  reason 
why  they  should  be  excluded:  and 

"<Yi)  a  statement  of  the  actions  the  agency  plans  to 
take  to  remove  or  overcome  any  bamer  to  competition 
pner  to  any  subsequent  procurement  for  such 
requirements 

"(2)  The  authority  to  review  and  approve  certifications 
and  justifications  under  paragraph  < 2VRl  may  m  the  case  of 
^procurements  involving  a  total  expenditure  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  less  than  1250  000.  be  delegated  to  another  senior 
official  within  the  office  or  unit  responsible  for  the  procure¬ 
ment  activity  concerned 

"(4)  In  no  case  shall  ao  executive  agency  be  authorized  to 
engage  in  noncompetitive  procurement  on  the  basis  of  the 
lack  of  advance  planning  or  concerns  related  to  the  amount 
of  funds  available  to  the  agency  for  procurement  functions. 

•■ffi)  For  purposes  of  paragraph  dXA)  of  this  subsection, 
alternative  sources  shall  be  considered  to  be  available  for 
the  production  or  assembly  of  spare  parts  if  such  sources 
have  the  capability  to  produce  the  same  or  L'ke  parts  in 
accordance  with  the  government's  requirements  and  deliv¬ 
ery  schedule,  unless  another  party  has  a  legitimate  propri¬ 
etary  interest  in  the  parts  or  their  manufacture  and  the 
agency  would  be  legally  liable  to  such  party  if  it  purchases 
the  same  or  'ike  parts  from  another  party 

-.d)  Any  justification,  certification,  or  written  approval 
under  subsection  >b)  or  icj.  and  any  related  account,  docu¬ 
ment.  or  other  record  shall  be  made  available  for  inspection 
by  the  public  upon  request  except  to  the  extent  that  it 
contains  niormauon  authorized  under  criteria  established 
by  an  Executive  order  to  be  kept  secret  ir  'he  interest  of 
national  defense  or  foreign  policy 

’!.e)  The  executive  agency's  senior  procurement  executive 
designated  pursuant  to  sectioo  115UX3))  shall  approve  or 
disapprove  each  procurement  conducted  under  subsection 
ib)  or  .o  and  shall  establish  practices  for  reviewing  such 
procurements  prior  to  such  approval  or  disapproval.  This 
authority  may  he  delegated  only  to  the  extent  that  such 
procurement  involves  a  total  expenditure  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  of  less  than  1500.090 

Tl  Simplified  practices  and  forms  shall  be  used  to  facili¬ 
tate  making  small  purchases  and  to  promote  competition  in 
such  purchases  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable 

">g)  No  executive  ageocy  may  procure  goods  or  services 
from  another  executive  ageocy  unless  such  other  executive 
agency  compiles  fully  with  the  requirements  of  this  title  in 
its  procurement  of  those  goods  or  services  The  restrictions 
contained  io  this  subsection  are  in  addition  to.  and  not  m  lieu 
of.  any  other  restrictions  provided  by  law 

ihali  An  executive  a ***•-»•  to*  ‘‘‘use  to  include  a 

product  of  i  responsible  ;c.:ce  -r  of  responsible 


sources  on  a  qualified  products  or  similar  list  without 
referring  the  matter  for  final  disposition  to  the  advocate  for 
competition  established  pursuant  to  section  liSib)  of  thu 
Act 

"(2)  If  - 

"(A)  there  is  only  one  product  oo  a  qualified  products 
or  similar  list 

"(B)  competitive  procurement  wruld  lead  'o  a  signifi¬ 
cant  savings  f<*  the  Federal  Government  and 

"fO  a  responsible  small  business  would  not  otherwise 
have  the  resources  to  qualify  a  product  of  its  manufacture 
for  such  list 

then  the  procuring  agency  may  reimburse  the  reasonable 
costs  incurred  by  a  small  business  in  qualifying  a  product  of 
its  manufacture  for  such  list 
"i i)  During  the  planning  ior  contri  ets  for  the  procurement 
of  the  production  or  assembly  of  spare  pans,  the  head  of 
each  executive  agency  shall  take  such  s*cpa  «re  necessary 
to  develop  its  requirements  so  as  — 

"(1)  to  maximize  competition  for  those  components  or 
services  where  competition  is  available,  and 

‘(2)  to  insure  that  to  the  maximum  extent  practicable, 
small  and  socially  aod  economically  disadvantaged  busi¬ 
nesses  are  not  precluded  from  performing  as  prime  con¬ 
tractors  and  subcontractors  oo  such  contracts. 

*(j)  As  used  m  this  section  — 

"UXA)  The  term  full  aod  open  competition'  means  that 

“(i)  all  qualified  sources  are  allowed  and  encouraged 
to  submit  sealed  bids  or  competitive  proposals  on  the 
procurement; 

■'u)  do  procurement  specification  or  other  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  agency*  requirements  unnecessarily  re¬ 
stricts  competition  for  the  procurement: 

'iu)  each  such  sealed  bid  or  competitive  proposal  is 
fully  evaluated  by  the  executive  agency  in  the  selection 
of  a  con tran.  recipient;  and 

’(iv)  the  contract  is  entered  into  only  after  the  execu¬ 
tive  agency  has  received,  from  qualified  sources  a 
sufficient  number  of  sealed  bids  or  competitive  propos¬ 
als  to  ensure  that  the  Government’s  requirements  are 
filled  at  the  lowest  possible  price  given  the  nature  of  the 
product  or  service  being  acquired. 

”i(B)  Such  term  includes  procurement  of  architectural 
or  engineering  services  conducted  in  accordance  with  title 
IX  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative  Services 
Act  of  1949  1 40  U-S.C  451  et  seq.). 
f2)  The  term  practices  that  are  less  rigorous  than  full 
aod  open  competition  means  practices  that  permit  a  limned 
.lumber  of  qualified  sources  to  submit  offers  oo  the  procure¬ 
ment  and  the  executive  ageocy  enters  into  a  contract  after 
receiving  sealed  bids  or  competitive  proposals  from  two  or 
more  sources  whom  the  ageocy  determines  to  be  i  Ai  within 
‘.he  competitive  range  or  «B)  engine  for  selection 

''d)  The  ie.ri  noncompetitive  means  any  procurement 
practice  that  results  in  the  award  of  a  contract  by  an 
executive  agency  after  receiving  oniy  one  bid  or  proposal 
f4)  The  term  qualified  source  means  any  responsible 
source  that  has  the  capability  to  produce  '.he  property  or 
deliver  the  service  :n  accordance  with  the  Government  s 
requirements  and  delivery  seneduie. 

'5)  The  term  small  purchase  means  anv  perenase  it 
contract  that  does  not  eteeed  S25.onn  x  --trur^ 

snail  not  r>»  ^.v-^o  •"■.«  atver  "  'r>cur*.i.ienLi  prim*, 
ily  for  the  purpose  of  using  the  small  purchase  practices 
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“PROCUREMENT  NOTICE 

'  SEC  203.  '.aXU  Except  as  provided  m  subsection  ici  — 
"(A)  an  executive  agency  intending  to  solicit  bids  or 
proposal*  for  a  contract  for  property  or  services  at  a 
price  expected  to  exceed  $10,000  shall  furnish  for  publica¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  a  notice  described  m 
subsection  (to),  and 

'7B)  an  executive  agency  awarding  a  contract  for  prop¬ 
erty  or  services  at  a  price  exceeding  $10,000  shall  furtusn 
for  publication  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  a  notice 
announcing  such  award  if  there  is  UJceiy  to  be  any  subcon- 
tract  under  such  contract 

“(2)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  publish  promptly  in 
the  Commerce  Business  Daily  each  notice  required  by  para¬ 
graph  T) 

"(3)  Whenever  an  executive  agency  is  required  by  para¬ 
graph  : lx A’i  to  furnish  a  notice  of  a  solicitation  to  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  such  executive  agency  may  not  — 
"'A)  issue  such  solicitation  earlier  than  fifteen  day* 
after  the  date  on  which  such  notice  is  published  by  the 
Secretary  of  Commerce;  or 

"(B)  establish  a  deadline  for  the  submission  of  all  bidj 
or  proposals  in  response  to  such  solicitation  that  is  earlier 
than  thirty  days  after  the  date  oo  which  such  solicitation 
is  issued 

"(b)  Each  notice  required  by  subsection  -aXlXA)  shall 
include— 

"Oi  an  accurate  description  of  the  property  or  services 
to  be  contracted  (or.  which  description  is  not  unnecessar¬ 
ily  restrictive  of  competition, 

"■2i  the  name,  business  address  and  phone  number,  and 
title  of  the  officer  or  employee  of  the  executive  agency 
who  may  be  contacted  for  the  purpose  of  obruuing  a  copy 
of  the  solicitation, 

"(3)  a  statement  that  all  qualified  sources  may  submit  a 
bid  or  proposal  which  shall  be  considered  by  the  executive 
agency;  and 

“(4)  in  the  case  of  a  procurement  using  noncompetitive 
practices,  a  justification  for  using  noncompetitive  prac¬ 
tices  and  the  identity  of  the  intended  source 
‘■‘CXI)  A  notice  is  not  required  under  subaecuon  <axi)  if  — 
“iAl  the  notice  would  discloee  the  executive  agency  s 
requirements  and  the  disclosure  of  such  requirements 
would  compromise  the  national  security,  or 

B)  the  proposed  noncompetitive  procurement  would 
result  from  acceptance  of  an  unsolicited  research  propos¬ 
al  that  demonstrates  a  unique  or  innovative  research 
concept  and  the  publication  of  any  notice  of  such  unsolicit¬ 
ed  research  proposal  cannot  avoid  the  disclosure  of  the 
originality  of  thought  or  innovativeness  of  the  proposed 
research  or  proprietary  data  associated  with  the  proposal 
(21  The  requirements  of  subsection  (aXlXA)  do  not  apply 
to  any  procurement  under  conditions  described  in  section 
202/bxUA). 

"PROCUREMENT  PROTEST  SYSTEM 

SEC.  204  ia>  Subject  to  subsection  if),  protests  concern¬ 
ing  alleged  violations  of  the  procurement  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions  shill  be  decided  in  the  General  Accounting  Off  ce  if 
hied  with  that  Office  in  accordance  with  this  secticr.  Any 
such  protests  which  concern  alleged  violations  of  this  title 
shall  be  given  pnonty  consideration  by  the  General  Ac¬ 
counting  Office  Nothing  contained  in  this  section  shall  be 
construed  in  give  the  General  Accounting  Office  exclusive 
jurisdiction  over  protests 


/bill)  In  accordance  with  the  procedures  issued  pursuant 
to  subsection  id),  the  Compu-:-‘':r  General  mail  ha*. ;  --LT.or 
uy  to  decide  any  protest  submitted  by  an  interested  panv  or 
referred  by  any  executive  agency  or  any  court  of  the  United 
States. 

"(2XA>  The  Comptroller  General  shall  notify  the  executive 
agency  within  one  working  day  of  the  receipt  of  a  protest 
and  the  executive  agency  shall  submit  a  complete  report 
i including  ail  relevant  documents)  on  the  protested  procure¬ 
ment  to  the  Comptroller  General  within  25  wonting  da  vs 
from  the  agency's  receipt  of  the  notice  of  such  orotest  In 
any  case  determined  by  the  Comptroller  General  to  be 
suitable  for  the  express  oouon  under  subsection  <cxl>.  such 
report  and  documents  shall  be  submitted  within  10  working 
days  from  such  receipt 

"(Bi  No  contract  shall  be  awarded  on  the  basis  of  the 
protested  procurement  after  the  contracting  officer  has 
received  notice  cf  a  protest  to  the  Comptroller  General  ar.c 
while  the  protest  is  pending. 

■(C)  If  the  contract  has  been  awarded  prior  to  the  receipt 
of  notice  cf  "HHest.  contract  performance  shall  be  ceased  or 
the  coo'uct  vail  be  suspended  upon  receipt  of  notice  and 
while  tr-“  ;  -:‘-at  ls  pending  Thu  subparagraph  shall  not 
apply  when  tac  protest  is  hied  more  than  30  days  after  the 
award  of  the  contract 

"(D)  The  bead  of  ao  executive  agency  or  the  agenev  s 
senior  procurement  executive  i designated  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  H5faX3))  may  authorise  the  award  or  performance  of  a 
contract  notwithstanding  a  protest  of  which  the  agency  nas 
nonce  under  subparagraph  (B)  or  fO  — 

"ID  upoc  a  written  finding  that  compelling,  exigent 
circumstances  which  ugnincantly  affect  vital  interests  of 
the  United  Slates  will  not  permit  awaiting  the  decision  of 
the  Comptroller  General,  and 

"(li)  after  the  Comptroller  General  u  advised  of  such 
finding 

"(E)  Pnor  to  the  award  of  the  contract,  no  finding  may  te 
made  under  subparagraph  <DXD  unless  the  award  of  the 
contract  is  otherwise  likely  to  occur  within  30  days  of 
notification  of  the  protest. 

(3)  With  respect  to  any  solicitation,  proposed  award,  or 
award  of  a  contract  protested  in  accordance  with  this 
section,  the  Comptroller  General  is  a u Lb o rued  to  determine 
whether  such  solicitation,  proposed  award,  or  award  com¬ 
plies  with  law  and  regulation  If  the  Comptroller  General 
determines  that  the  solicitation,  proposed  award,  or  award 
does  not  comply  with  law  or  regulation,  or  both,  the  Comp¬ 
troller  General  shall  recommend  that  the  agency  — 

'(A)  refrain  from  exercising  any  of  its  options  under  the 
contract; 

"(B)  recompete  the  contract  immediately.  - 
■  (C)  issue  a  new  solicitation; 

"(D)  terminate  the  contract, 

"(E)  award  a  contract  consilient  with  the  requirements 
of  such  Law  and  regulation,  or 

"(F)  comply  with  any  combination  of  recommendations 
•mder  clauses  iA'.  -B).  -C).  :D).  and  E)  and  with  such 
additional  recommendations  as  the  Comptroller  General 
determines  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  promote  compli¬ 
ance  with  procurement  law  and  regulation 
<cxl)  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable,  the  Comptrol¬ 
ler  General  shall  provide  for  the  inexpensive  and  expedi¬ 
tious  resolution  of  protests  under  this  section  The  Comptrol¬ 
ler  General  shall  establish  an  express  option  for  denying 
those  protests  which  the  Comptroller  Generai  determines 
suiubie  for  resolution  within  45  days  from  the  date  of 
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protest  Within  nicfl  deadlines  as  the  Comptroller  General 
snail  prescribe,  vtcb  executive  agency  snail  provide  to  any 
>  Q  teres  ted  party  — 

"(A)  any  non  privileged  documents  relevant  to  the  pro¬ 
tested  procurement  action  i  including  the  report  required 
by  subsection  <b*2XA) )  that  would  not  give  sued  party  a 
competitive  advantage,  1 1  the  protest  ls  submitted  pnor  to 
the  award  of  the  contract;  or 
'  (B)  any  ooo privileged  documents  relevant  to  (he  pro¬ 
tested  procurement  action  (including  the  report  required 
by  subsection  <bX2XA))  if  the  protest  is  submitted  after 
the  award  of  the  contract 

‘‘(J)  Caen  decision  c  1  the  Comptroller  General  shall  be 
signed  by  the  Comptroller  General,  or  a  designee  for  sucb 
purpose.  A  copy  of  the  decision  snail  be  furnished  to  the 
JUerested  parties  and  the  executive  agency  or  agencies 
involved. 

■<3)  The  Comptroller  General  is  authorised  to  dismiss  any 
protest  determined  to  be  frivolous  or  which,  on  its  face,  docs 
oot  state  a  valid  basis  for  protest 

"(41(A)  If  the  Comptroller  General  has  determined  that  a 
solicitation,  proposed  award,  or  award  of  a  coo  tract  does  oot 
comply  with  :aw  or  regulation,  or  both,  the  Comptroller 
General  may  further  declare  the  entitlement  of  an  appropri¬ 
ate  party  to  the  costa  of  — 

'll)  tiling  and  pursuing  the  protest  including  reasonable 
attorney's  fees;  and 
"!ii)  bid  and  proposal  preparation. 

(B)  Declarations  of  entitlement  to  monetary  awards  shall 
be  paid  promptly  by  the  executive  agency  concerned  oi.t  of 
fundi  available  for  the  purpose  of  the  procurement 
concerned. 

'  ■(I XI)  The  Comptroller  General  shall,  within  30  days  after 
the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  establish  such  procedures, 
not  inconsistent  with  this  section,  as  may  be  necessary  to  the 
expeditious  execution  of  the  protest  decision  function,  in¬ 
cluding  procedures  for  accelerated  resolution  of  the  protest 
under  the  express  option  authorised  by  subsection  -cxl). 
Such  procedures  shall  provide  that  the  protest  process  snail 
not  be  delayed  bv  the  failure  of  any  party  to  make  any  tiling 
within  the  time  provided  therefore,  and  that  such  failure 
may  be  taken  as  ao  admission  of  the  contentions  made  by  an 
opposing  parry 

■2)  The  Comptroller  Geoeral  may  use  any  authority 
available  under  chapters  7  and  35  of  title  31.  United  States 
Code  to  verify  contentions  made  by  parties  ji  protests 
under  this  section. 

(*)  Any  loterested  party  adversely  affected  or  aggrieved 
by  the  action,  or  the  failure  to  act,  of  a  Government  agency 
in  respect  of  a  solicitation  or  award  may  obtain  judicial 
review  thereof  to  the  extent  provided  by  sections  702 
through  70S  of  title  5.  United  States  Code,  including  determi¬ 
nations  necessary  to  resolve  disputed  material  facts  or  when 
otherwise  appropriate 

’ Txi)  Upon  request  of  any  interested  party  in  connection 
with  any  procurement  conducted  under  authority  provided 
by  section  ill  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949  (40  U  S  O.  759).  including  procurements 
conducted  under  blanket  delegations  of  procurement  author¬ 
ity.  'Jie  General  Services  Administration  Board  of  Contract 
Appeals  i  the  Board'.,  shall  review  any  determination  by  a 
contracting  officer  alleged  to  violate  iaw  or  regulation,  or 
both,  under  the  standard  applicable  to  review  of  contracting 
officer  anal  decisions  by  boards  of  contract  appeals 

J)  When  an  action  under  this  section  is  riled  before 
award  of  the  challenged  procurement,  the  Board,  at  the 
request  of  any  interested  par..*,  shall  promptly  hold  a  near¬ 


ing  to  determine  whether  it  should  suspend  the  delegation  of 
procurement  authority  for  the  challenged  procurement  on 
an  interim  basis  unui  the  Board  can  decide  the  action.  The 
delegation  of  procurement  authority  shall  be  suspended 
unless  the  agency  establishes  that— 

"(A)  absent  action  by  the  Bovd.  contract  award  is 
Likely  to  occur  within  30  days  of  the  hearing;  and 

‘(B)  compelling,  exigent  circumstances  which  sigmh- 
cantly  affect  vital  interests  of  the  United  States  will  not 
permit  awaiting  the  decision  of  the  Board. 

"(3)  At  the  request  of  any  interested  party,  when  an  action 
is  bled  within  30  working  days  of  publication  of  award  by 
the  Secretary  of  Commerce  or  receipt  of  written  notice  of 
award  by  the  party  challenging  the  award,  whichever  comes 
Erst,  the  Board  shall  promptly  bold  a  bearing  to  determine 
whether  it  should  suspend  the  delegation  of  procurement 
authority  for  the  challenged  procurement  on  an  interim 
basis  until  the  Board  can  decide  the  action.  The  Board  shall 
suspend  the  agency  s  authority  to  acquire  any  goods  or 
services  under  the  contract  which  are  previously  delivered 
and  accepted  unless  the  agency  establishes  that  compelling 
exigent  circumstances  which  sigmbcanUy  affect  vital  inter¬ 
ests  of  the  United  b tales  will  not  permit  awaiting  the 
decision  of  the  Board. 

(4)  The  Board  shall  cooduct  such  proceedings  and  allow 
such  discovery  as  may  be  required  for  the  expeditious,  fair 
and  reasonable  resolution  of  the  action.  The  Board  shall 
endeavor  to  give  priority  to  actions  hied  under  this  section 
However,  nothing  coo  tamed  herein  shall  indict  with  any 
deadlines  imposed  by  section  9<e>  of  the  Contract  Disputes 
ACL  In  making  a  decision  on  the  merits  of  actions  brougbt 
under  this  section,  the  Board  shall  accord  due  weight  to  the 
policies  of  this  Act.  and  the  goals  of  economic  and  efficient 
procurement  set  forth  in  section  111  of  the  Federal  Property 
aod  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  1 40  U.S.C  759) 
When  the  Board  determine*  that  challenged  agenev  acuon 
violates  procurement  law  or  regulation  or  the  conditions  of 
any  delegation  of  procurement  authority  issued  pursuant  to 
suen  sectiou.  the  Board  may  suspend,  revoxe  or  revise  the 
delegation  of  procurement  authority  applicable  to  (he  cbal- 
lenged  procurement  The  dual  decision  of  the  Board  may  be 
appealed  by  any  interested  party,  including  interested  par¬ 
ties  wbo  intervene  in  any  action  died  under  this  section,  as 
set  forth  in  the  Contract  Disputes  Act.  If  (be  Board  revokes 
or  suspends  a  delegation  of  procurement  authomy  after 
contract  award,  the  affected  contract  shall  not  be  consid¬ 
ered  void  ab  initio  but  shall  be  presumed  valid  as  to  all 
goods  or  services  delivered  and  accepted  thereunder  pnor  to 
the  sospemioe.  revocation  or  revision  of  the  delegation  of 
procurement  authority  Nothing  contained  herein  5 hail  af¬ 
fect  the  Board's  power  to  order  any  additional  relie'  which 
it  is  authorized  (o  provide  under  any  statute  or  regulation 
However,  the  procedures  set  forth  in  this  subsection  shall 
only  apply  to  procurements  conducted  under  the  authority 
contained  in  ’.be  Federal  Property  aod  Administrative  Ser¬ 
vices  Act  of  1949  1 40  US.C.  759)  In  addition,  nothing  con¬ 
tained  herein  shall  affect  the  right  of  any  person  to  nle 
protests  with  the  General  Accounting  Office  or  contracting 
agency  or  to  die  actions  in  the  district  court  or  tne  Court  of 
Claims  of  the  United  States. 

(5)  When  two  or  more  actions  involving  the  same  pro¬ 
curement  are  died  before  the  Board  and  cne  or  more  courts, 
then  the  action  brst  riled  shall  proceed  and  all  other  actions 
relating  to  the  procurement  shall  be  staved  Except  as 
otherwise  provided  by  law.  the  tiling  of  a  protest  ^ith  'he 
General  Accounting  Office  shall  not  affect  an  interested 
party  s  rights  to  die  and  pursue  acuona  involving  Federal 
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procurements  m  the  courts.  and  before  the  Board  u  author- 
tied  in  this  subsection. 

"(g)  For  purposes  of  this  section— 

"(1)  the  term  protest  means  a  challenge  to  a  solicita¬ 
tion.  or  to  the  award  or  proposed  award  of  any  procure¬ 
ment  contract  and 

‘‘(2)  the  term  'interacted  party  meant  a  person  whose 
direct  economic  interest  would  be  affected  at  contractor 
or  subcontractor  by  the  award  or  nonaward  of  the 
contract 

“MODIFICATION  OF  FEDERAL  ACQUISITION 

REGULATIONS 

"SEC  205  The  Administrator  shall  promulgate,  within  90 
days  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this  title,  such  modifica¬ 
tions  as  may  be  oecesssry  to  the  Gdvernmeat-wide  regula¬ 
tions  prescribed  under  section  I05^b)  to  cooform  suets  regu¬ 
lations  to  the  requirements  of  this  title .** 

•  b)  The  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act  is 
further  amended  — 

*11  by  inserting  after  the  first  section  the  following: 

“TITLE  I  —  GENERAL  PROVISIONS  FOR  THE 

IMPROVEMENT 

OP  FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT'; 

<2)  bv  striking  out  "this  Act"  each  place  it  appears  in 
sections  3  through  17  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof  this 
title". 

-31  by  striking  out  "section  2"  in  section  6<f)  and  insert¬ 
ing  in  lieu  thereof  section  101". 

i4i  bv  sinking  out  section  fifa)"  in  section  8ib«  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  "section  105fi)": 

<5)  by  striking  out  section  6"  in  section  9  and  inserting 
m  lieu  thereof  section  105" 

i6)  by  striking  out  "section  2"  in  section  15  and  inserting 
in  lieu  thereof  section  101". 

■  ")  by  striking  out  section  2"  in  section  15  and  inserting 
in  Ueu  thereof  section  101", 

<8)  by  striking  out  the  first  section  15  'relating  to 
repeals  and  amendments!,  and 
:9  -  by  redesignating  the  remaining  sections  2  through  17 
as  sections  101  through  116.  respectively 
SEX  3  Section  115  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy  Act  <as  redesignated  by  section  2f 6)  of  this  Act)  is 
amended  — 

«l)  by  inserting  "far  after  "SEC.  115."; 

<•)  by  sinking  out  "effective  competition’'  in  clause  ill 
aDd  inserting  ui  lieu  thereof  full  and  open  competition"; 
and 

t3)  by  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following  new 
subsections 

ib«l)  There  is  established  in  each  executive  agency  an 
advocate  for  competition 

>*>  Elach  head  of  an  executive  agency  shall  — 

”'A)  designate  for  each  executive  agency  one  senior 
officer  or  employee  i other  than  the  senior  procurement 
executive  designated  pursuant  tc  subsection  < a m3»  serving 
in  a  position  authorized  for  such  executive  agency  on  the 
date  of  enactment  of  this  Act  to  serve  as  the  advocate  for 
competition. 

"iB>  relieve  such  officer  or  employee  of  all  duties  and 
responsibilities  that  are  inconsistent  with  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  the  advocate  for  competition  and 
■Cl  provide  such  officer  or  employee  with  such  staff  or 
assistance  as  mav  t>e  necessary  to  carry  out  the  dunes  and 
responsibilities  of  the  advocate  for  competition 


"(c)  The  advocate  for  competition  designated  under  sub¬ 
section  (bX2MA)  shall  be  responsible  for  removing  bamers 
to  and  promoting  full  and  open  competition  in  the  procure¬ 
ment  of  property  and  services  aod  shall  — 

"(1)  review  the  purchasing  and  contracting  activities  of 
the  executive  agency, 

"(2)  identify  and  report  to  the  bead  of  the  executive 
agency  - 

"(A)  opportunities  and  actions  taken  to  achieve  full  and 
open  competition  on  the  basis  of  pnee  and  other  signifi¬ 
cant  factors  in  the  purchases  and  contracts  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  agency 

"(B)  solicitations  and  proposed  solicitations  that  include 
unnecessarily  detailed  specifications  or  unnecessarily  re¬ 
strictive  statements  of  need  that  may  reduce  competition 
in  the  procurement  activities  of  the  executive  agency,  and 
“(O  any  other  condition  or  action  that  has  the  effect  of 
unnecessarily  restricting  competition  in  the  procurement 
actions  of  the  executive  agency. 

(3)  review  all  proposals  which  have  been  submitted  to  the 
senior  executive  for  approval  under  section  202(ei  and  pro¬ 
vide  such  executive  a  written  determination  on  the  validity 
of  the  proposal 

*<4)  prepare  and  transmit  to  the  head  of  the  executive 
agency  an  annual  report  describing  — 

"i  A)  such  advocate  s  activities  under  this  section; 

”'B)  new  initiatives  required  to  increase  competition, 
and 

"(C  bamers  to  full  and  open  competition  that  the 
advocate  was  unable  to  remove; 

"(5)  set  goals  and  develop  plans  for  increasing  compe¬ 
tition  on  a  fiscal  year  basis. 

’  (6)  develop  a  system  of  personal  and  organizational 
accountability  for  competition,  which  may  include  the 
use  of  recognition  aod  awards  to  motivate  program 
managers,  contracting  officers,  and  others  in  authority 
to  promote  competition  in  procurement  programs 
•  which  will  be  implemented  by  the  agency  s  senior 
prer  orement  executive);  and 
"(7)  emphasize  competition  in  programs  for  procure¬ 
ment  training  and  research 

"(DX1)  Each  head  of  an  executive  agency  shall  establish 
and  miantan  for  a  period  of  uve  yean  a  computerized  file 
by  fiscal  year  containing  records  of  all  procurements  other 
than  small  purchases  in  such  fiscal  year.  Each  record  snail 
include— 

"(A)  the  date  of  the  contract  award; 

”/ 9)  information  identifying  the  source  to  whom  the 
contract  was  awarded; 

"(C.  the  property  or  services  obtained  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  under  the  procurement;  and 

(Di  the  total  cost  of  the  procurement 
"(2)  With  respect  to  any  procurement  m  which  practices 
were  used  which  were  less  rigorous  than  full  and  open 
competition  or  which  were  noncompetitive,  the  procurement 
record  shall  include,  in  addition  to  the  information  required 
by  paragraph  \  1)— 

1 A i  information  identifying  the  procurement  practices 
used  and  the  reason  for  the  use  of  such  practice,  and 
<B)  the  name  and  position  of  the  officers  or  empiovees 
of  the  agency  who.  as  required  by  this  Act.  approved  the 
procurement  practices  used,  and  the  date  of  such 
approval  ' 

”'3i  The  information  mcluoed  in  the  record  established 
and  maintained  under  this  subsection  mail  be  transmitted 
to  and  included  in.  the  Federal  Procurement  Dau  Svstem 
referred  to  in  section  ;GS(dX4i  of  this  Act 
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THE  COMPETITION  IN  CONTRACTING  ACT  OF  1984 


TITLE  VII— COMPETITION  IN  CONTRACTING 
Short  Title 

Sec  2*701  Thu  tttl«  may  be  cued  u  the  Competition  m 
Contracting  Act  of  1984'* 

Sl'BTTTLE  A -AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  FEDERAL 
PROPERTY  AND  ADMINISTRATIVE  SERVICES  ACT  OF 
1949 

Competitive  Procedure* 

Sec  27'.:  a*i,  Section  303  of  the  Federal  Property  and 
Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  .41  CSC  253*  is 
amended  ;o  read  as  follows 

‘Competmoo  Requirements 

Sec  303  aul:  Except  as  provided  :n  suosecr;on*  ibi  and 
and  exceei  in  the  case  of  procurement  procedures  other¬ 
wise  expressiv  authorized  bv  sutute  an  executive  agency  — 
"A«  sha.l  comoiv  wun  the  fu;i  and  ;oen  competition 
•■equiremeris  set  out  in  trus  title  and  n  me  modincations 
to  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  to  section  ;S7j  o(  the 
Competition  m  Contracting  Act  of  i984  ana 

■  B»  snail  use  .n  entering  into  a  contract  for  property  or 
services  me  competitive  procedure  :r  combination  of 
competitive  procedures  that  -s  best  suited  jnoer  tne  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  tne  procurement  action 
•'2:  The  nead  of  an  executive  agency  wnen  using  competi¬ 
tive  procedures  — 

‘A*  snail  soi. cit  sealed  bids  -l  — 

time  permits  trie  selictuuop.  submission.  and 
evaluation  of  >ealed  bids. 

'in  the  award  wiil  t>e  made  on  the  oasis  of  price  and 
other  price-reiaied  (actors 

Mil.  it  is  not  necessary  to  conduct  discussions  with 
.he  responding  sources  about  their  bids  and 

•*iv  there  is  a  reasonable  expectation  of  receiving 
more  man  one  sealed  bid.  and 
Bi  snal!  request  competitive  proposals  A  seated  bids 
are  not  appropriate  under  clause  -  At 
b- 1»  An  executive  agency  may  provide  for  me  procure¬ 
ment  oi  property  or  sen-ices  covered  bv  this  section  using 
competitive  procedures  but  excluding  a  particular  source  m 
order  to  establish  or  maintain  any  alternative  source  or 
>ources  oi  supply  for  that  property  or  service  .f  me  head  of 
the  executive  agencv  determines  that  :o  do  so— 

'A*  would  increase  or  maintain  competition  and  would 
.ixelv  result  in  reduced  overall  costs  for  suen  procure¬ 
ment.  or  for  any  anticipated  procurement,  of  such  proper- 
iv  or  sen  ices. 

'B*  would  be  in  the  interest  of  national  defense  in 
naving  a  laciluv  .or  a  producer  manufacturer  or  other 
suoplien  available  for  furnishing  the  property  or  service 
m  case  ot  a  national  emergency  or  industrial  mobilization, 
or 


"O  wouid  be  :n  the  interest  of  national  defense  n 
establishing  or  maintaining  an  essential  engineering,  re¬ 
search.  or  development  capability  to  be  provided  bv  an 
educational  or  other  nonprofit  institution  or  a  federally 
funded  research  and  development  center 
•  2)  In  fulfilling  the  statutory  requirements  relating  to 
small  business  concerns  and  socially  and  economically  dis¬ 
advantaged  small  business  concerns,  an  executive  agencv 
shall  use  competitive  procedures  but  mav  restrict  a  solicita¬ 
tion  to  aiiow  oniv  such  business  concerns  to  compete 

c-  An  executive  agency  may  use  procedures  other  than 
competitive  procedures  oniv  wnen  — 

■  1 1  the  property  or  services  needed  bv  me  executive 
agency  are  available  from  oniv  one  responsible  source 
and  r.o  other  type  of  property  or  services  will  satisfy  me 
needs  of  the  executive  agency 

2!  me  executive  agencv  s  need  for  me  property  or 
services  is  of  such  an  unusual  and  compelling  arger.cv 
mat  me  Government  would  be  senouJIv  .njured  umess  me 
agency  ;s  permitted  to  limn  the  number  ot  sources  from 
which  it  solicits  bids  or  proposals. 

:  j'i  it  is  necessary  to  award  me  contract  to  a  particular 
source  or  sources  ;n  order  to  A)  maintain  a  fac..nv 
producer  manufacturer,  or* other  supplier  available  :or 
furnishing  property  or  services  .n  case  ot  a  national 
emergency  or  to  acnteve  industrial  mobilization.  ■»r  Ri 
establish  or  maintain  an  essential  engineering  research 
or  development  capaoiiitv  to  be  provided  bv  an  education 
ai  or  otner  nonpront  institution  or  a  federally  funaed 
-esearch  and  deveiooment  center 

v.  the  terms  of  an  international  agreement  or  treaty 
between  the  United  States  Government  and  a  foreign 
government  or  international  organization  or  ine  written 
directions  of  a  foreign  government  reimbursing  me  execu¬ 
tive  agencv  for  the  cost  of  the  procurement  of  the  proper 
tv  or  services  for  such  government  have  the  effect 
requiring  me  use  of  procedures  other  man  competitive 
procedures 

'Si  a  sutute  expressly  authorizes  or  requires  that  the 
procurement  be  made  through  anoiner  executive  agency 
or  from  a  specir.ea  source,  or  the  agencv  s  need  is  lor  a 
brand-name  commercial  item  for  authorized  resale 

the  unrestricted  disclosure  of  the  executive  agen¬ 
cv  s  needs  would  compromise  the  national  security  unless 
the  agency  :s  permuted  to  limit  the  number  oi  sources 
:rom  which  it  oiicils  bids  or  proposal*,  or 

■  7)  the  head  of  me  executive  agencv  — 

" ■  A i  determines  that  it  is  necessary  .n  the  public 
.merest  to  use  procedures  otner  man  romoeimve  proce¬ 
dures  in  the  particular  piocuremem  concerned,  and 
B>  notifies  each  House  of  the  Centres*  ;n  writing  of 
such  determination  not  less  than  30  days  before  me 
award  of  me  contract 

;di  For  the  purposes  of  applying  subsection  .c*li  - 
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l.  in  me  case  of  a  contract  (or  property  or  service  to 
be  awarded  on  me  basis  of  acceptance  of  in  unsolicited 
research  proooMi.  the  property  or  services  snail  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  available  from  onfv  one  source  if  me  source 
has  submitted  an  unsolicited  research  proposal  mat  dem¬ 
onstrates  a  unique  and  innovative  conceot  me  substance 
of  winch  is  not  otherwise  available  to  me  United  iutes 
and  Joes  not  resembtee  tbe  substance  of  a  pending  com¬ 
petitive  procurement;  and 

'2’.  in  the  case  of  follow-on  contracts  (or  me  continued 
development  or  production  of  maior  >vstems  or  higr.iv 
specialized  equipment  wnen  t  is  nkeiv  mat  award  :o  a 
>ource  other  man  me  original  source  would  result  n  -Ai 
substantial  duplication  of  cost  to  me  Government  wmcn  *s 
not  exoected  to  be  recovered  through  comoetition.  or  ■  B > 
unacceptable  oelavs  m  fulfilling  me  executive  agenev  s 
needs,  sucn  property  mav  t>e  deemed  to  be  available  on;v 
from  me  anginal  source  and  mav  procured  through 
procedures  other  than  competitive  proceoures 
ei  an  executive  agenev  using  procedures  uner  '.nan 
competitive  procedures  to  procure  property  or  services  bv 
reason  ot  the  aopncauon  ot  subsection  icx2)  or  cxt>*  -naii 
'equal  orfers  from  as  manv  potential  sources  as  ■*  practi¬ 
cable  unoer  the  circumsunces 

•4x1.  Exceot  as  provided  .n  oaragraon  •  21  an  executive 
agenev  mav  not  award  a  contract  using  procedures  otner 
nan  competitive  procedure*  unless  - 

-  a  i  me  use  of  sucn  procedures  «s  ustmed  m  writing 
and  me  accuracy  and  cumpieieness  oc  the  justification  are 
certmeo  bv  the  contracting  officer  for  :ne  contract 

Bvn  in  me  case  of  a  contract  3n  amount  exceeding 
HOC  000  such  justification  «s  approved  Ov  me  comoetition 
advocate  for  the  procuring  aeuvttv 

'■m  in  the  case  of  a  contract  for  an  amount  exceeding 
II. 000.000  sucn  [ujimcaiion  is  aooroved  bv  me  head  of 
the  procuring  activity  or  a  delegate  who  if  a  memDer  of 
the  armed  forces,  .s  a  flag  or  general  officer  or  if  a 
civilian.  ;s  serving  in  a  position  in  grace  GS-16  or  above 
unaer  me  General  ’Schedule  or  n  a  oomoarable  or 
higner  position  under  another  schedule  or 

•  in i  m  the  case  of  contract  for  an  amount  exceeding 
J 1 0  u 00 a) 00  sucn  justir.cation  is  -ccrov#*q  bv  me  «enmr 
procurement  executive  of  the  agenev  designated  bursu- 
ant  to  section  ;*><3i  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Procure¬ 
ment  Pol icv  Act  4 1  USC  *140'.'  and 
-C.  a  notice  has  been  pub  ..ned  with  resoect  to  <urn 
contract  pursuant  to  section  18  of  me  Office  of  Federal 
Procurement  Policy  Act  and  all  fc.ds  or  prooosais  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  such  nonce  nave  been  considered  by 
sucn  executive  agenev 

2'.  In  the  case  of  procurements  permuted  bv  subsection 
:c»2i  me  justification  and  approvals  required  by  paragraph 
■  ;»  may  be  made  after  the  procurement  has  occurred  The 
justification  and  approve  required  hv  paragraph  *h  >nal. 
not  be  required  in  ihe  case  of  procurements  permuted  hv 
subsection  -ex?'  or  m  the  case  of  procurements  conducted 
pursuant  to  the  Act  ot  June  25.  ’.338  ■  4i  ’JSC  <*»  ft  ><rq 
popuiarw  referred  to  as  the  A'agner-O  Dav  Act 

‘3’.  The  statement  of  justification  required  by  paragraph 
i «  Ap  snail  .nciude  - 

'  A i  a  description  of  the  agenev  s  reeds; 

"Bl  an  identification  of  me  statutory  exception  from 
me  requirement  to  use  competitive  procedures  and  a 
demonstration  based  on  the  proposed  contractors  nuaiin- 
•  at ions  or  me  nature  ot  the  procurement,  of  me  reasons 
for  using  such  exception; 


■C.  a  determination  mat  me  anticipated  cost  is  (air  ana 
reasonable 

(Di  a  description  of  me  marxet  survev  conducted  or  a 
statement  of  the  reason  a  marxet  survey  was  not 
conducted. 

Ei  a  listing  of  the  responsible  sources,  if  anv  that 
expressed  m  vrnimg  an  interest  m  tne  procurement,  ana 
■ip!  a  statement  of  the  actions,  if  anv  me  agenev  mav 
take  to  remove  or  overcome  a  barrier  to  competition 
before  a  subsequent  procurement  for  such  n<*eas 
ti  The  ;usuncaiion  required  bv  paragraph  ■  l » A  i  ana  anv 
related  account  document,  or  Mher  -ecora  mall  “w  made 
available  for  inspection  bv  me  public  consistent  with  me 
provisions  of  section  aS2  of  title  a  United  Elates  Code 
1 5i  In  no  case  mav  an  executive  agenev  — 

A  i  enter  into  a  contract  (or  property  or  services  using 
procedures  other  man  competitive  procedures  on  me  basis 
u  me  iacx  oc  advance  planning  or  concerns  mated  m  me 
amount  of  fur.as  available  '.o  me  agency  lor  procurement 
(unctions  or 

iB)  procure  property  or  services  from  anotr.er  execu¬ 
tive  agenev  unless  sucn  other  executive  agenev  comp.ies 
fuil v  \*un  the  requirements  of  mis  title  in  its  procurement 
of  sucn  propertv  or  services 

The  restriction  set  out  :n  clause  <Bi  is  m  addition  to  and  not 
in  iieu  of  arv  other  •■esinction  provided  bv  aw 

•  gall  In  order  *o  promote  <*fficiencv  and  *»conomv  o 
contracting  and  to  avotQ  unnecessary  burdens  'or  agencies 
ana  contractors  regulations  snail  provide  for  special  simpli¬ 
fied  procedures  for  small  purchases  of  propertv  *r.a 
-.ervire* 

2'  A  smaii  purchase  is  a  purchase  or  contract  which  does 
not  exceed  121  000 

;3i  A  proposed  purchase  nr  contract  (or  an  amount  above 
S25  .'00  mav  rot  be  divided  .nto  several  purchases  or  :on- 
tracts  for  -esser  amounts  :n  order  to  use  small  purchase 
procedures 

4i  The  head  of  an  agenev  n  asm?  small  purchase 
procedures  snail  promote  comoetition  under  sucn  prone- 
Jures  to  she  maximum  extent  practicaole 

2;  Title  III  a(  sucn  Act  is  further  amended  bv  inserting 
alter  section  303  me  following  new  sections 

PUooiOg  and  Solicitation 
Requirement* 

Sec  303A  axl>  In  planning  for  the  procurement  at 
property  or  services.  an  executive  agenev  shall  — 

'A?  specify  :*j  needs  and  solicit  bids  or  proposals  n  j 
manner  designed  to  achieve  full  and  open  competition  ior 
the  contract 

■  Bi  use  advance  procurement  planning  _nd  market 
research,  and 

•C  prepare  specincations  m  sucn  manner  as  is  neces¬ 
sary  to  obtain  full  and  open  competition  w»n  due  regard 
to  the  nature  -it  me  property  or  services  to  be  acquired 
■2-  Eacn  solicitation  unaer  this  title  snail  include  specir.- 
cations  which  — 

■*‘m  consistent  with  the  provisions  of  this  title,  jwrmu 
full  and  open  comoot’tion; 

Bi  include  resirictue  provisions  or  conditions  onlv  *o 
the  extent  necessary  to  satisfy  the  needs  of  the  agenev  or 
as  authorized  bv  law 

■'31  For  the  curvoses  of  paragraph  I',  the  type  of  sp^m- 
cation  included  n  a  solicitation  snail  depend  on  :-.e  nature  .-i 
the  needs  of  the  executive  agency  and  the  marxet  avai.abie 
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in  vatisfv  such  n««u  SuCswct  to  such  iced*  spec.ncauons 
ms\  be  staled  in  term*  ni  — 

‘  K'  function  so  tha*  a  variety  ot  products  or  services 
mav  ouaufv 

B>  periormance  including  specifications  o'  the  range 
o(  acceotable  characteristic*  or  of  ire  minimum  accept¬ 
able  standards,  or 

'  C  design  requirements 

■bi  Each  solicitation  for  seaied  bids  or  competitive  pro¬ 
posals  other  than  fur  small  purchases  snaii  at  a  minimum 
;rciude  in  addition  to  the  specifications  oescn&ed  in  subsec¬ 
tion  :ai— 

;  ■  a  statement  of  — 

Ai  all  significant  factors  including  price  whicn  the 
executive  agencv  rea*onaOiv  expects  to  consider  m  evalu¬ 
ating  sealed  bids  or  competitive  proposals,  and 

■Bi  :  *  relative  importance  assigned  :o  each  of  those 
factors  and 

2xA»  in  the  case  ct  seaied  bids  — 

•  4  suii  nt  that  seaied  cic*  *i-i  be  evaluated 
without  disco—  .arts  with  the  bidders  and 

-.11  the  time  and  place  for  the  opening  of  the  sealed 
bids  or 

B‘.  in  the  case  of  competitive  proposals  — 

.p  a  statement  that  the  proposa.s  are  .mended  to  be 
•»va.uatec  aim.  anti  awards  made  after  discussions 
«*ith  ;ne  orferors  but  might  be  evaluated  and  awarded 
vntnout  discussions  *un  tne  orferors  ana 

ii .  tr.e  time  and  puce  for  suomission  of  proposals 

"Evaluation  and  Award 

Sec  2^38  a>  An  executive  agencv  snaii  evaluate  >eafeo 
b.as  ano  competitive  prooosais  based  voieiy  on  :r.e  factors 
'pvc.ned  m  tne  solicitation 

5  Ai;  sealed  bias  :r  competitive  proposals  received  in 
'esoonte  to  a  vu.itiCitaunn  mav  be  rejected  if  tr.e  r.eao  of  *ne 
executive  agency  determines  mat  sucn  action  .s  .n  tne  public 
irteresi 

•  Scaled  bids  sna:;  be  opened  publ.c.y  at  :nc-  time  ar.o 
p  jc^  stated  r  me  sunctiatior.  The  executive  agencv  sna.. 
esa.uaie  -.nr  b.os  e;i.noui  discussion*  w.tn  me  bidders  anc 
,r.a.-  --xcep'.  as  rro-» tded  .n  soosecuen  .  c  award  a  •  orurac: 
**'.h  'c^aonaoic  2rcfr.ptr.ess  to  the  responsible  rudder  whu<«- 
hid  to  tfte  solicitation  ana  ;»  most  advantageous  to 

:  r.itea  Mates  ■.  onsuiermg  -miv  me  price  sro  ire  nr.er 
pne**- -elated  factor^  included  .n  me  solicitation  under  sev- 
:.on  ju3A<ba'.  ■  The  award  ol  a  contract  snail  be  made  pv 
transmuting  wr.iten  nonce  of  me  award  to  me  successful 
o-.doer 

•Sul  The  exe^ut.ve  agencv  shall  evaluate  competitive 
proposals  and  mav  award  a  contract  — 

A-  after  discussions  conducted  wun  the  iderors  at 
•  n*  ume  alter  receipt  cf  me  proposal*  and  prior  to  me 
a\*ar.-:  if  :r.e  contract.  or 

B-  runout  discussions  with  the  irferors  hev«md  dis 
■'■jsSionx  conducted  for  the  purpose  of  miner  riarincaiion 
w.ien  it  ran  be  cieariv  demonstrated  from  the  existence  of 
fjn  and  open  comoention  or  accurate  prior  .-ost  exc>er 
encr  with  :hr  pr.nduCt  or  service  mat  acceptance  cf  an 
:riua;  proposal  without  discussions  would  result  n  tne 
.owes:  overa.l  rnsi  l-i  the  Government 
2.  !n  the  rase  of  award  of  a  contrac:  jr-aer  paragraph 
j*  \  the  executive  agencv  shan  conouci  before  such 
award  written  if  -.-ral  discussions  with  all  -esoonsib.*- 
..>y"-e\  -wno  <uom!l  proposals  within  a  'nmoeiiiive  range 
prior  and  other  evaluation  factors  rcnsidcred 


3.  i,-i  tne  case  ol  award  ol  a  contract  under  paragraph. 
:«6i  me  axeeytive  agencv  snaii  award  the  contract  based 
on  tne  proooaau  as  received  and  as  c. armed,  d  necessars* 
m  lucussions  conducted  fc-r  the  purpose  of  minor 
ciarincitioni 

- 4 1  The  executive  agencv  snail  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  subsection  «b»  award  a  contract  *un  reasonable 
promptness  to  the  responsible  sources  whose  proposal  .s 
most  advantageous  to  me  L'nited  States,  considering  once 
and  me  factors  metuoed  n  :he  solicitation  under  section 
303 At  bh  I  •  The  executive  agencv  snail  awa.'d  me  contract 
b\  mans.mutsng  wnnen  nonce  of  tne  award  to  such  otfcrr-r 
ar.d  shall  promotfv  notify  ai:  otner  orferors  of  me  rejection 
ol  '.r.eir  proposals 

ei  if  the  neaa  of  an  executive  agencv  considers  that  anv 
bid  or  proposal  evidences  a  violation  if  me  antitrust  .a*? 
he  snail  refer  the  bid  or  proposal  to  tne  Attornev  General  for 
appropriate  action 

Section  30*  of  such  Ac:  -U  L'  5  C  2S9t  s  amended  r-v 
JOOtr.g  at  the  end  thereof  the  laliovnng  new  suDsocl.ons 
b;  Ti'.e  term  competitive  procedures  means  croceourev 
•^r.der  which  an  executive  agencv  enters  into  *  conifaot 
pursuant  to  lu.i  And  open  •;ompeuiion  Such  term  aiso 
includes  — 

:  procurement  of  architectural  :r  engineering  ser¬ 
vices  conducted  in  accordance  witn  title  IX  o:  this  Act  -4u 
l'  SC  5^1  ?t  sec  . 

■2‘-  me  competitive  selection  of  basic  research  propos¬ 
al  -esulimg  from  a  general  solicitation  and  me  peer 
-evicw  or  scientific  review  as  approoriaiei  of  suer,  pro¬ 
posals  and 

3  me  procedures  esubhsned  bv  tne  Administrator  m 
General  Services  :or  ihe  multiple  awards  schedule  or^ 
^ram  cf  the  General  Services  Adfr.niatrauon  f  - 

•  Ai  participation  in  the  program  nas  been  open  :o  an 
responsible  sources  and 

■  B •  orders  and  contracts  under  sucn  procedures  re 
suit  m  the  owest  overall  cost  alternative  to  meet  me 
needs  of  the  Government 

c  Tie  :erms  full  anc  open  compe'.t.wh  ano  response  e 
-ource  nave  .he  same  Tiear.mgs  rr. -video  suer  terms  n 
'ection  t  oi  me  Office  oi  Federal  Pr->cjremem  Kohcv  Aft 
4  :  L  b  C  *03. 

b;  The  latie  cf  rontents  jf  sucn  Act  «s  amended  -hv 
jiriKihg  out  me  -:em  relating  to  sectto.i  3-J3  ana  inserting 
:cu  ’.hereof  tne  icilowmg 

Sec  303  Gompetition  reouifemenu 
Sec  303a  P'anmng  and  Soiicnation  reouiremems 
Sec  303B  ^valuation  of  bids  awards 
•  c  The  ameromenis  maoe  b\  mis  section  do  mi  suuerseoe 
o”  effect  the  provisions  of  xenon  Aia»  of  the  Samil  Business 
Act  ■  :5  USC  63?iaii 

Coxt  or  Pncifli  Dali 

Gk  2 T ; 2  ''ection  30<  ot  me  reder.n  P'-^oenv  and  Aamm. 
.itranve  Services  Ac',  of  A  I  SC  IS  A  i  ix  J.-ncnoed  hv 

adding  at  me  rnd  thereof  the  following  rew  subsection 

•  d»l>  A  prime  contractor  or  anv  subcontractor  -sn<« I ■  be 
required  m  vuemit  '’ost  or  pricing  Jata  jnder  the  circum 
vjance^  nssec  below  and  tma.!  be  required  to  certnv  -hat  to 
;n«  best  oj  sum  contractors  or  subconiractor  s  -<nnw;ed?o 
an-J  bchrf  ihr  cost  or  pricing  data  submitted  were  accura:  • 

•  ompieie  and  current  — 

■  A  ot-.or  to  ihe  award  of  anv  prime  contract  under  'hi-- 
•it.e  using  .unrr  man  seated  bid  procecurrs  -i  me  vontrati 
pr:c»*  i\  expected  to  em-#u  HuO  fiOO 


-J.  A  n^  ■*i  n-ji 
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93  prior  ‘.j  th«  pricing  of  Anv  contract  change  nr 
modification  ,(  the  price  adjustment  :s  expected  .0  exceed 
1 1 -JO  *00  or  jjri  ,«wr  amount  as  mav  be  prescribed  fcv 
me  head  of  the  agency* 

■*C.  prior  :o  the  award  of  1  subcontract  at  anv  ::et 
wner*  '.*10  prime  contractor  an*-,  each  higher  tier  su&eon- 
tractor  have  been  required  to  furnish  such  a  certificate  f 
.fie  cnre  I  iucf\  subcontract  s  expected  to  exceed 

t  IOO  000:  or 

?Ct  prior  to  the  or.cwg  of  anv  contract  change  or 
modification  to  a  subcontract  covered  try  c-.xuse  Ci.  ;f  the 
price  adjustment  is  expected  to  exceed  1 1)0  000  :r  lucr. 
lessor  amount  as  may  oe  presentee  by  me  neao  1  me 
.gencv 

■Z‘  Anv  prime  contract  or  change  or  mooincauon  thereto 
under  which  a  certificate  is  required  under  paragraph  • 
maii  contain  a  crovision  that  me  price  '.o  the  Government 
including  prom  <*r  fee  snail  be  adjusted  :o  exclude  anv 
sumr.cant  sums  bv  which  it  mav  be  determined  bv  ’be 
eiecutive  agenev  mat  such  cnee  was  increased  because  be 
•  cntract^r  or  a.-iv  subcontractor  require  ;o  furnish  sucn  u 
rertincate  furouhed  cost  or  pricing  oa*a  wmcn.  as  of  a  aate 
agreed  upon  between  the  parties  wnich  date  snail  be  js 
:los«  to  me  date  of  agreement  on  me  price  as  .$  practica¬ 
ble?.  were  inaccurate,  incomplete.  or  noncurrent. 

3i.F or  me  purpose  of  evaluating  me  accuracy  comoiete- 
'ess  and  currency  of  cost  or  pricing  data  required  to  be 
s'.cmitieo  bv  mis  subsection,  anv  autnorued  representative 
;•  ne  agency  wno  s  an  emoiovee  of  the  i-nued  .States 
Government  ‘.nail  nave  me  right,  jmu  me  espirai.on  1 
three  -ears  alter  r.nai  pavment  under  me  contract  or  sub¬ 
contract.  to  examine  ati  boon,  records  coeuments  and 
other  iata  -if  me  contractor  or  subcontractor  related  to  me 
proposal  for  m.e  contract  the  discussions  conducted  on  me 
proposal  under  this  '“hapier.  pricing,  or  performance  of  the 
contract  or  subcontract 

t.  The  requirements  of  this  subsection  need  not  be 
a ppn-^d  to  contracts  >r  subcontracts  wnere  me  price  .s 
passed  on  adequate  pfice  competition,  established  catalog  or 
marvel  prices  of  commercial  items  soid  m  substantial  qua*v 
tn.es  to  ’.he  general  public,  prices  set  bv  aw  or  regulation 
jt  m  excectional  cases  wnere  the  read  of  tr.e  executive 
Agenev  determines  that  the  requirements  of  thi>  subsection 
mav  ce  waived  ana  states  m  writing  ms  reasons  :or  such 

determination 

5.-  A' hen  cost  >r  pricing  data  are  not  required  to  he 
submitted  bv  trus  subsection,  suer,  data  :niv  nevertheless  c-e 
required  bv  m.e  agenev  if  the  agenev  determines  mat  *ucn 
:au  are  necessar/  for  ir.e  evaiuauon  ov  the  agenev  cl  me 
reasonableness  of  the  price  01  the  contract  or  subcontract 

Automated  Dai*  Prncesaiog 
Dispute  Kevolutioo 

Sec  :?i3  a)  Section  111  of  the  Federal  Property  jno 
Administrative  iervi^rs  Act  *il  ;i)49  40  'J  5  C  *591  .> 

amerced  bv  adding  at  me  ena  thereof  :.he  lolowir.g  new 
suosection 

r. «  i  L  ion  -equest  of  anv  interested  part-,  ;n  ‘.onr.eci.cn 
wi»i  anv  pr'-r-jrrmeni  '■0n0ur'*‘*0  -imirr  :r.r  Aij;hr*r*tv  ■  t  :-*»ix 
>ect;on  including  procurements  -conducted  jnaer  oiannei 
delegations  of  procurement  autnoritv  the  board  of  ccnirac: 
jppeais  01  me  General  cervices  Administration -ner^aner  .n 
mis  .josecnon  referred  10  as  the  board  inail  review  anv 
frci'.ion  bv  a  comt  acting  otficer  alleged  to  violate  statute  -m 
r»g  j.ation  ;r  ootn  under  me  standard  applicable  !•>  review 
■I  -  ..ntractmg  >tt  -er  nnai  decision*  dv  board*  "t  ^coiraci 


appeals  xn  nierested  partv  wnu  has  bled  a  protest  aciion 
under  section  t$5l  -if  tu.e  31.  United  Slate*  -  .Hje  wim 
resoeci  ’.o  anv  procurement  mav  -ot  r.ie  a  protest  action 
with  res.  ■*::  m  such  procurement  jnaer  this  suosecuo». 

2‘.  When  a  protest  .*ction  jn  .er  mis  subsection  .s 
before  award  of  the  challenged  procu. ement.  he  board,  a: 
the  request  of  anv  miere*  l.j  p*rtv  and  within  .0  -.a vs  of  the 
mmg  of  the  pretest  action  snail  icid  a  -hearing  m  determine 
wnetrer  t  should  susDcnd  the  procurement  autnoritv  ..e 
Administrator  or  me  Aammistrator  s  Jeiegation  v  f  procure¬ 
ment  authority  'or  the  challenged  procurement  .-»n  an  .nter- 
.m  oasis  unui  :r.e  board  can  decide  the  protest  action  "he 
•Jfiegaiun  ci  procurement  authority  >n*>.  be  suspend**: 
m1*  *•  the  igenev  establishes  iha:  - 

A  aosent  action  by  the  board  contract  award  is  .ixeiv 
ccur  within  3D  -lavs  01  -the  hearing,  ana 
■  Bi  urgent  ana  compelling  circurr>.*nces  wmch 
niccantlv  arfect  .merest*  of  me  United  Spates  will  not 
perrr.n  awaiting  the  decision  of  the  board 

2’  At  the  request  ol  anv  interested  party  wnen  a  protest 
action  is  hied  within  20  aa*s  liter  me  date  A  publication  ci 
aware  bv  he  secret  an.*  if  Corrmerce  or  me  date  a  receipt 
of  wrtien  notice  of  award  bv  me  partv  challenging  me 
award  whichever  cones  first  the  board  mail,  within  :-j 
da  vs  after  ihe  date  of  the  nlmg  of  the  protest  action  .sold  a 
nearing  :o  determine  whether  i*  should  suspend  the  procure- 
mi-n:  authority  of  me  Administrator  m  the  Administrator  ^ 
delegation  01  piocurement  autnoritv  for  me  ohailergeo  pro¬ 
curement  on  an  mtenm  oasis  The  board  shall  susoend  me 
agenev  s  autr.ontv  to  acquire  anv  goods  ur  services  moer 
the  contract  wnmn  are  not  previously  delivered  and  acceot 
ed  unless  the  agenev  «iac:ishex  that  urgent  and  comoeiiirg 
circurrsuners  wmen  sigmncamiv  atfect  interests  m  me 
Fined  Suates  wii|  not  permit  awaiting  m.e  decision  ot  me 
board 

i 4 >  The  boara  sh*il  conduct  such  proceedings  and  allow 
sucn  discovery  as  mav  be  required  for  ihe  expeditious  fair 
and  reasonable  resolution  of  the  protest  action  The  board 
shall  give  priority  to  orotest  actioris  riled  under  mu  sutsec 
non  and  shall  isJue  -u  r.nal  dec  sion  wunm  45  wrrxmg  jav* 
aiter  me  -date  or  orotest  unless  the  board  s  chairman  drier 
mine*  mat  me  spevinc  and  unique  circumstances  ->i  me 
protest  ree-ure  a  longer  period  .However,  nothing  contained 
•n  mis  'ub^ec'.cn  snau  conflict  with  anv  deadline*  imooveci 
bv  section  via;  01  the  Contract  Disputes  Act  >t  1978  mi 
C  SC  idSia:.  .'n  maaing  :  decision  on  ’.he  merits  :t  pretest 
actions  brougnt  under  mis  >ecuon.  the  board  ’.nail  accord 
due  weight  :o  me  poncies  of  this  section,  ana  me  goais  1 
economic  and  efficient  procurement  set  form  n  this  section 
’A’hen  the  boarq  determines  that  challenged  agenev  action 
vic  ates  a  procurement  statute  or  regulation  or  me  condi¬ 
tion*  :f  anv  Jeiegauon  01  procurement  authority  issued 
pursuant  10  this  section,  me  board  mav  suspend,  revoke  -.-r 
revise  me  oeiegauon  of  rrncurement  authority  applicable  10 
me  ciaiierged  prcxruremeni  Whenever  me  board  .naiiei 
icen  i  determination.  ,t  mav.  .n  accordance  with  section 
’.204  -j  1  title  21  ’  nited  Slates  Code,  further  leciitre  me 

entitlement  ot  an  aoprnoriaie  partv  :o  me  c^si*  of  a.  mm* 
■»no  bursumg  me  protest  .nciuomg  reaaonaoie  attorr.ev  s 
*nr1  ■  H-  ^.lr1  »nd  brnp''**!  prep» r o  1  ion  ih»*  nni».  .JeoiNiivn 
•  •I  '.he  board  mav  be  appealed  bv  me  -head  i  me  agenev 
involved  ana  bv  anv  interested  partv.  including  interested 
par»!e*  who  ntervene  in  anv  protest  action  bled  -jnder  mis 
subsee-tion.  j*  set  forth  m  me  ‘,'or.trac:  Dispute*  Act  pi  :J7<t 
4  1  ‘-  SC  ''Ol  *»t  seq  •  ll  the  board  revoke*  or  susp^nas  me 
-rncurement  authority  i>f  me  AJmimstra tor  ar  -he  Admins- 
irator  *  ,:eiegaiion  .»f  procure  nent  autnoritv  alter  <  omract 
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award  me  affected  contract  snail  be  presumed  vaud  as  to 
aii  goods  nr  services  delivered  and  acceoted  mereunoer 
prior  to  ine  suspension  revocation  or  revision  of  me  deiega- 
■.ion  of  procurement  authority  Nothin*  contained  in  this 
subsection  snail  affect  tfte  board  J  power  to  order  any 
additional  relief  which  it  u  authorized  to  provide  under  anv 
statute  or  regulation  However  the  procedures  set  (onh  in 
inn  subsection  snail  onlv  appiv  to  procurements  conducted 
under  the  authority  contained  m  this  section  In  addition, 
nothing  contained  in  this  subsection  snail  affect  the  right  of 
anv  person  to  hie  protests  with  the  contracting  agenrv  or  to 
hie  actions  in  the  district  court  or  the  United  States  Claims 
Court 

'5-  The  board  'J  authorized  to  dismiss  anv  protest  action 
determined  to  be  frivolous  or  which.  on  its  face  does  not 
state  a  valid  basts  for  protest 

61  The  board  snail  within  180  davs  after  '.he  date  of 
enactment  of  (his  suDtection  adopt  and  :ssue  such  rules  and 
procedures  not  inconsistent  with  ’.his  section  as  mat  be 
-ecess^rv  to  the  expeditious  disposition  of  protest  actions 
nied  under  authority  of  this  subsection 
"*  For  purposes  of  this  subsection- 
'  A  -  the  term  protest  means  a  challenge  :o  a  solicita¬ 
tion  or  to  me  award  or  proposed  award  of  anv  procure* 
Tree i  contract,  and 

■  B'  the  term  interested  parts  means  an  actual  01 
prospective  bidder  ot  otferor  whose  direct  economic  in¬ 
terest  would  be  affected  by  ;ne  award  or  n-.r  award  of  the 
contract 

b*  The  amendment  made  by  this  section  snail  cease  to  be 
Effective  three  years  after  suen  amendment  nrst  taxes 
effect  m  accordance  with  section  2?5l 

Coof  orrmog  Ameodmeou 

Sec  :?14  -ai  Title  Ml  cf  the  Federal  Propenv  and  Admm 
.strauve  Services  Act  ol  1949  *41  U  S  C  251  et  seq  i  is 
amended  — 

■  l ;  in  section  J02  (41  U  S  C  252  - 

■  A i  bv  unking  out  the  second  lenience  m  subsection 

■b  i 

B:  bv  unking  out  subsections  -c»  di  and  et  and 
mserimg  m  neu  thereof  the  following 
'c«  l  ■  This  titie  does  not  -A»  autnor-ze  the  erection  repair 
of  lumisnirg  ol  any  public  building  :r  public  improvement 
out  s»cn  aumoriration  snail  be  required  :n  the  name  manner 
as  nereiolore  or  Bi  permit  anv  contract  lor  me  construc¬ 
tion  or  repair  of  buildings  roads,  udewaiks.  sewers  mams, 
or  similar  .terns  tiling  other  than  sea.ed  bid  procedures 
under  section  J0Ka<2xAi.  if  the  conditions  set  forth  m 
section  303<a»2xAi  apply  or  the  ontract  ;s  to  be  performed 
outside  the  United  States 

■2>  Section  303ta<2xAi  does  not  reouire  the  use  of  seated 
bid  procedures  .n  cam  in  wmen  section  204ie»  of  title  23. 
United  S‘ates  Code,  applies  and 

C-  bv  red*v.gnaung  subsector  .!•  as  subsection  •  d i 
■2»  bv  striking  out  the  heading  ol  section  304  and  inserting 
.n  lieu  thereof  the  following 

Cootraci  Requirements  ’. 

- ji  m  section  304  '41  (,'  SC  254 i  — 

■  A  *  bv  unking  out  negotiated  pursuant  in  section 
302:c-  ;n  me  nrst  sentence  of  subsection  ai  and  inserting 
n  neu  thereof  awarded  after  using  other  tnan  seated  bid 
pn*  edures 


■  B-  bv  striking  out  negotiated  pursuant  to  section 
302jc;  m  the  second  sentence  of  subsection  iai  and  insert 
mg  m  lieu  thereof  awarded  after  using  otner  than  seated 
bid  procedures  and 

•  O  by  sinning  out  negotiated  without  advertising  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  contained  m  trus  Act  in  me  nrst 
sentence  of  subsection  < c*  and  inserting  m  iieu  mereoi 
awarded  after  using  other  man  sealed  bid  procedures 
i4t  in  section  307  >  a  I  U  SC.  257>- 

■  A)  bv  striking  out  Except  as  provided  m  subsection 
i&i.  and  exceot  m  the  second  sentence  of  subsection  >ai 
and  inserting  in  neu  thereof  Except 

■  B)  bv  striking  out  suoaection  mi. 

C-  bv  striking  out  by  paragraphs  .  UHl3:  or  -.  Mi  of 
section  302iC'  m  subsection  ic 
-  D'  bv  redesignating  subsection  ic:  as  subsection  »b».  and 

■  E-  bv  striking  out  subsection  >d>. 

i5*  bv  striking  out  entered  into  pursuant  to  section  302fc* 
wunout  advertising.'  in  section  308  -4  i  L'  SC  258.  and 
inserting  in  neu  rnereof  made  or  awarded  after  using  other 
than  sealed  bid  procedures  and 
•  «i  pv  striking  out  section  302;cxl5.  of  this  title  without 
•egard  to  the  advertising  requirements  ol  sections  202  o 
and  303  m  section  310  <41  1/  S  C  280*  and  inserting  m  '.ieu 
thereof  the  provisions  of  '.ms  title  -elating  to  otner  man 
sealed  bid  procedures 

■  Ci  The  tabie  of  contents  of  such  Act  is  amended  bv 
striking  out  the  item  relating  to  section  304  and  inserting  in 
iieu  thereof  the  loilowing 

>ec  304  Contract  requirements  t 

Subtitle  B-iAmendmenti  to  Title  10  United  States 
Codei  Deiense  Procurement!  Declaration  ol  Policy 
Sec  2721  Section  2301  of  title  10.  United  States  Code  ,s 
amended  to  read  as  follows 

t230I  Congressional  defense  procurement  poiicv 
<2!  The  Congress  finds  mat  -n  order  to  ensure  national 
defense  preparedness  conserve  rucai  resources  and  en 
hance  defense  production  capability  n  is  m  tne  interest  of 
the  United  States  that  property  and  services  be  acauired  for 
the  Department  of  Defense  m  me  most  timeiv  economic 
and  *rt>cient  manner  It  »s  therefore  me  policy  of  Congress 
mas  - 

'  i  full  and  open  competitive  procedures  snali  be  used 
by  me  Department  of  Defense  m  accordance  wim  me 
requirements  of  this  chapter 

'2‘.  services  and  prooertv  including  weapon  systems 
ano  associated  items)  for  tne  Department  of  Defense  be 
acquired  by  anv  kind  of  contract  other  man  cost-pius-a- 
per centage-of -cost  contracts  but  including  multivear  con¬ 
tracts.  that  will  promote  the  interest  of  the  United  States 
1 3>  contracts,  wnen  appropriate  provide  incentives  'o 
contractors  to  improve  productivity  inrougn  investment 
m  capital  facilities  equipment,  and  advanced  technology 
■  4 1  contracts  for  advance  procurement  of  components 
parts  and  materials  neceasarv  for  manufacture  or  for 
logistics  support  of  a  weapon  system  should  if  feasible 
and  practicable  be  entered  into  in  4  manner  to  acnieve 
wonomu-iot  purrnaxes  and  more  efficient  production 
rates 

:5i  the  head  of  an  agenev  use  advance  procurement 
planning  and  market  reseircn  and  prepare  contract  speo 
hcations  in  such  a  manner  as  11  necessxrv  to  obua  n  full 
and  open  competition  with  due  regard  to  the  nature  of  me 
property  or  services  to  be  acquired  and 

‘8i  tre  nead  of  an  agenev  encourage  me  development 
and  maintenance  of  a  prnruremen  career  rnanagerr.eni 
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program  to  eiuure  a  professional  procurement  wore 
force 

•  bl  Further.  K  is  the  pnlicv  of  Congress  that  procurement 
policies  and  procedures  for  the  agencies  named  m  section 
2303  of  this  title  snail  in  accordance  with  the  requirements 
■of  tms  cruoter- 

■fli  promote  lull  and  open  competition. 

"2)  oe  implemented  to  support  the  requirements  of 
suers  agencies  m  time  of  war  or  national  emergency  as 
well  as  in  peacetime: 

'3l  promote  responsiveness  of  the  procurement  svstem 
to  agenev  needs  by  simplifying  and  streamlining  procure¬ 
ment  processes: 

'41  promote  the  attainment  and  maintenance  of  essen¬ 
tial  caoaoihiv  in  the  3efense  industrial  base  and  ihe 
capability  of  me  United  States  for  industrial  mobilization 

51  provide  incentives  to  encourage  contractors  to  ta»e 
icuons  ana  maw  recommendations  mat  would  reduce  the 
costs  to  the  United  States  relating  to  the  pjrcnase  or  <se 
of  pro^'nv  or  services  to  be  acquired  under  contracts 

( 6 1  promote  me  use  ai  commercial  products  whenever 
practicable,  ana 

'?>  require  descriptions  of  agency  requirements  when¬ 
ever  practicable.  in  terms  of  functions  to  oe  performed  or 
pertormance  required 

ci  Further  it  is  :he  police  of  Congress  that  a  fair 
proportion  of  the  purchase  and  contracts  entered  into  under 
this  cnapter  r*  placed  witn  sma.i  business  concerns 


Clan  flea  uoo  of  Applicability  of 

Chapter  1  XT  of  Title  IQ  to 
tbe  rxcreiwry  of  Defense: 

Definition  of  Competitive  Procedures 
Sec  2722.  -ai  Section  2302  of  title  id.  United  States  Code 
.s  amended  to  read  as  iuilows 
: 23U2  Definitions 
In  this  cnapter  • 

*1.  Head  of  an  agency  means  :he  Secretary  of  Defense 
•he  Secretary  of  the  Arrrv  the  Secretary  of  the  Naw  the 
Secretary  of  the  Air  r ore*  'he  ^cretar-  of  Transportation 
ana  the  Administrator  of  the  National  A  -  onautics  and 
apace  Administration 

2i  t.Vmoeutive  procedures  means  procedures  under 
whicti  the  nead  A  an  agenev  enters  into  a  contract  pursuant 
:o  lull  ana  open  competition  Sum  term  aiso  includes  — 

' Ai  procurement  of  architectural  or  engineering  ser 
vices  conducted  in  accordance  with  title  IX  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  194(1  4  1 
U  SC  1  ei  seq 

•'Bl  the  competitive  selection  for  award  of  banc  re- 
vearen  proposal  resulting  from  a  general  solicitation  and 
the  peer  'evurw  .»r  scientific  review  -  as  appropriate!  of 
such  proposals  and 

■*0  the  -rocedures  established  bv  (he  Administrator  oi 
General  Services  tor  '.he  multiple  award  schedule  pro¬ 
gram  of  :he  Oenerai  Services  Administration  if  — 

•  i j  participation  m  the  program  nai  been  open  to  a 1 1 
responsible  sources,  and 

"in  orders  and  contracts  «nder  *ucn  program  resu.t 
m  the  lowest  overall  con  alternative  to  meet  (he  ntreds 
of  the  United  States 

■  3)  The  terms  full  and  ooen  competition  and  responsicie 
source  have  the  meanings  given  sum  terms  in  section  a  of 
the  ','Ebce  of  Federal  Procurement  Poncv  Act  ;4l  ■'-SC 
fill 


■  b>  Section  2303  of  such  title  is  amended  — 

'  11  m  subsection  ^ai  — 

'f  Ai  by  sinking  out  "purchase,  and  contract  to  pur¬ 
chase.  *  and  inserting  m  lieu  thereof  "procurement ' 

■  Bl  bv  striking  out  "named  m  subsection  >bi.  and  aii 
services,  and  inserting  m  lieu  tnereof  other  than  land) 
and  all  services  1 

"iO  by  redesignating  clauses  1 1)  througn  i5i  as  clauses 
i25  through  <6i.  respectively:  ano 

"tDi  bv  inserting  before  clause  '2)  'as  so  redesignatedi 
the  following  new  clause 

in  The  Department  of  Defense 
>21  bv  sir:k.i:<  'ut  subsection  ih».  and 
•  3i  by  redt'ignotmg  subsection  >ci  as  subsection  >bi 

Competitive  Procedures 

Sec  2? 2 3  <ai  Sections  2304  and  2305  of  title  i  J  United 
Slates  *de  are  amended  to  read  as  follows 
V  -•  Competition  requirements 

-,i  ..  Cscepi  ai  provided  n  subsect.ons  -bi  and  .ci  and 
except  -n  me  case  of  procurement  procedures  otherwise 
expressly  authorized  by  statute,  the  read  of  an  .agenev  — 

lAi  mall  comply  with  the  full  and  open  competition 
requirements  set  out  ir.  this  chapter  and  m  the  modinca 
liens  to  regulations  promulgated  pursuant  to  section  2 S T 2 
of  '.he  Competition  m  Coni' acting  Act  of  1904  and 

'Bi  mail  use  :n  entering  mo  a  contract  for  property  ->r 
services  the  competitive  procedure  or  combination  ,t 
competitive  procedures  that  .s  best  suited  under  me  -.ir- 
cumstances  of  (he  procurement  action 
1'.  The  head  jf  an  agency,  wren  jsing  competitive 
procedures  — 

•fAi  mail  solicit  seaied  bids  ■(- 

•  ii  time  permits  me  solicitation,  submission,  and  evalu¬ 
ation  of  sealed  bids. 

-in  tr.e  award  will  be  made  on  the  nasis  of  price  and 
other  price-related  (actors. 

"nil  it  .s  not  necessarv  to  conduct  discussions  with  the 
responding  sources  about  their  bias,  and 

ivi  mere  .%  a  reasonable  expectation  of  receiving 
more  man  one  seaied  bid  and 

■'B>  snail  request  competitive  proposals  from  responding 
sources  if  sealed  bids  are  not  aopropriate  under  clause  ■  A « 
but'  The  nead  of  an  agenev  mav  provide  for  tne  pro¬ 
curement  of  property-  or  servees  covered  bv  this  cnapter 
using  competitive  procedures  but  excluding  a  particular 
source  in  order  to- establish  or  maintain  any  alternative 
source  or  sources  of  supply  for  'hat  oropeny  or  service  ■  ( 
the  nead  of  (he  agenev  determines  that  to  do  so  woui-J  — 

■  A)  increase  ur  maintain  comc>eiiiion  and  would  ikeiv 
resuit  :n  reduced  overall  costs  for  suen  procurement.  -r 
for  anv  anticipated  procurement,  of  cropertv  or  services 

>2l  he  n  the  interest  of  national  defense  m  naving  a 
facility  >'jr  a  producer  manufacturer,  or  other  suppuen 
ava.iable  for  furnishing  the  prooertv  or  service  in  case  ot 
a  national  emergmev  or  industrial  mobilization  jr 

•  Ci  be  -n  the  interest  of  national  defense  in  estaoiisnmg 
or  maintaining  an  essential  engineering,  research  >r  le- 
velopment  capability  m  be  provided  bv  an  educational  or 
other  nonprom  institution  or  a  federally  funded  researrn 
and  development  center 

■'2l  In  fulfilling  the  statutory  requirements  relating  io 
small  business  concerns  and  socuilv  and  economically*  in- 
advantaged  small  business  concerns  the  head  of  an  jgenev 
mall  use  ■■ompeutive  procedures  out  mav  restrict  a  >oiicit* 
non  to  aiiow  only  iucn  business  concerns  to  cumpete 
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c  T>.*  nead  of  4ft  agency  may  use  procedures  other  man 
competitive  procedures  oniv  wnen  — 

l»  me  prootny  or  service*  needed  Dv  me  United 
^taiea  are  available  from  omv  one  responsible  source  and 
no  oir.er  type  of  property  or  services  will  satisfy  tfte  n««u 
oi  the  agencv 

■2i  tfte  agencv  s  need  for  the  property  or  service*  is  of 
suen  an  unusual  and  compelling  urgency  that  ihe  United 
Stair*  would  be  seriously  injured  unless  the  agency  is 
permuted  to  limit  ;he  number  of  source*  iroin  which  it 
sonata  bids  or  proposals 

•‘3>  it  is  necessarv  to  awat  d  the  contract  to  a  particular 
source  or  sources  :n  order  to  'A;  maintain  a  facility 
producer  manufacturer  or  other  supplier  available  for 
furnishing  property  or  services  in  case  of  a  national 
emergency  or  10  achieve  industrial  mobilisation,  or  >Bl 
estaousn  or  maintain  an  essential  engineering,  research 
or  development  capability  to  be  provided  bv  an  education 
ui  or  other  nonprofit  institution  or  a  federally  funded 
research  and  development  center 

me  terms  of  an  international  agreement  or  a  tread 
between  the  lamted  States  and  u  foreign  government  or 
international  organisation  or  the  written  directions  of  a 
foreign  government  reimbursing  tne  agencv  for  the  cost 
of  ;ne  procurement  of  the  property  or  services  for  such 
guvernrru-rt  have  the  effect  of  requiring  tne  use  of  proce 
dares  other  *iar  competitive  procedures 

"S-  a  statute  *xpressiv  authorises  mat  tr.e  procuremerv. 
be  made  through  another  agencv  or  from  a  ipecineci 
toorce  or  the  agencv  s  need  is  for  a  brand-name  commer¬ 
cial  item  lor  autnoruea  resale 

t>.  the  unrestricted  disclosure  of  the  agencv  x  r.ecdt 
would  compromise  the  national  security  uniess  ine  agency 
.s  permitted  •  •  mil  the  number  of  sources  irom  which  it 
solicits  bid'  proposals,  or 

the  head  -A  executive  agencv  — 

'Ai  determines  mat  it  is  necessary  m  the  public 
mteri-si  to  u>e  procedures  other  man  competitive  proce- 
dures  m  me  particular  procurement  concerned  and 
■  Bi  notifies  eacn  House  of  the  «:ofigress  m  writing  of 
such  determination  not  ess  than  30  dav*  before  tne 
jward  n(  me  i-ontfuct 

id  For  me  purposes  of  applvmg  subsection  ic*  1 1  — 

1 1 1  in  the  rase  of  a  contract  for  property  jr  services  to 
he  awarded  on  tne  basis  of  acceptance  of  an  unsolicited 
researen  proposal  me  property  or  services  snail  be  con¬ 
sidered  to  ne  avauaoie  irom  onlv  one  source  if  the  source 
has  submitted  an  unsolicited  research  proposal  mat  dem¬ 
onstrates  a  unique  and  innovative  conceot  the  substance 
of  wmch  is  not  otherwise  available  to  the  United  Stj'ex 
and  does  r.ot  resemble  me  substance  of  a  pending  com¬ 
petitive  procurement  and 

-'2>  in  me  case  of  follow-on  contracts  for  the  continued 
development  or  production  of  maior  systems  or  mgr.lt 
specialised  equipment  wnen  it  is  imelv  mat  award  to  a 
source  otngr  man  me  original  source  would  result  in  : 
substantial  duplication  nf  cost  to  me  United  States  which 
is  not  expected  to  b**  recovered  through  competition  >r 
Bi  unacceptable  deiavs  m  fulfilling  the  agencv  t  need* 
suen  property  mav  be  deemed  to  be  available  onlv  from 
the  original  source  and  mav  he  procured  through  proce¬ 
dures  other  '.nan  competitive  procedures 
-■  The  nead  of  an  jgenev  using  procedures  other  man 
competitive  procedures  to  procure  property  or  services  hv 
reason  of  me  application  of  subser»ion  c*2>  *»r  c»fii  mali 
r^oue«i  »>flers  irom  as  marv  potential  sources  as  is  practi 
able  under  the  circumstances 


'fat.  Except  as  provided  in  paragraph  i2\.  me  head  of  jn 
agency  mav  not  award  a  contract  using  procedures  other 
than  comoetitive  procedure*  unless  — 

iai  the  use  of  such  procedures  is  justified  m  wrn.ng 
and  ih«  accuracy  and  completeness  of  the  justification  are 
certihed  by  me  contracting  officer  for  the  contract. 

B>  the  justification  is  approved  — 
u  *n  me  case  of  a  contract  for  an  amount  exceeding 
tlOC.OOO  by  the  competition  advocate  lor  the  procuring 

«vitvitv 

•  in  in  the  cate  of  a  contract  for  an  amount  exceeding 
1 1.000.000.  tv  an  officer  or  official  *no.  if  a  member  of 
the  armed  forcer  s  a  general  or  dag  officer  or  if  a 
civilian  :s  serving  m  a  position  in  grade  CS-16  or 
above  under  ibe  General  Schedule  or  m  a  comparable 
or  higher  position  under  another  scnedule  or 

mu  m  the  case  of  a  contract  for  an  amount  exceed¬ 
ing  110  000  000  bv  me  senior  procurement  executive  of 
‘-he  agencv  designated  pursuant  to  section  1 6i3.  of  the 
Office  of  Federal  Procurement  Policy  \ct  « 4  i  l'  5  C 
4 1 4<2  ii.  and 

Ci  a  notice  has  teen  pubhmed  with  respect  to  suen 
contract  pursuant  to  section  18  -of  the  Office  of  Federal 
Procurement  Poncv  Act  and  all  bids  or  proposals  re¬ 
ceived  m  resoonse  to  notice  have  been  considered  by  the 
head  of  me  agency 

•'2;  In  the  case  of  procurements  permuted  bv  subsection 
c O  me  justification  and  approves  required  bv  paragraon 
•1-  mav  be  maoe  after  the  procurement  has  occurred  The 
justification  and  approvals  required  bv  paragraon  <l.  mail 
noi  o*  required  .n  me  case  of  procurements  permuted  »v 
»uosevtion  c»2.  or  ,n  :r.«  case  of  procurements  conducted 
pursuant  to  tne  Act  of  June  2S.  1938  i41  U  5  C  4b  et  *eq  . 
pooularlv  referred  to  as  the  Wagner-0  Dav  Act 

<3i  The  sutement  of  jusuncation  required  by  paragraph 
1  x A i  snail  include  - 

*  A  i  a  description  of  me  agency  s  needs. 

8'  an  identification  of  the  statutory  exception  from 
tne  requirement  to  use  competitive  procedures  ano  * 
demonstration  based  on  tne  proposed  contractor  •-  qualm- 
cations  or  me  nature  ol  me  procurement,  of  me  reasons 
for  using  such  exception 

•C  a  determination  tnat  me  anticipated  cost  u  fair  and 
reasonable 

Di  a  description  of  me  market  survey  conducted  >»r  . 
statement  of  me  reasons  a  market  i-jrvey  was  not 
conducted 

E1  a  luting  of  the  responsible  sources  if  anv  mat 
expressed  in  writing  an  interest  in  tne  procurement  and 
■  F ■  a  statement  ol  me  actions  ;f  any  try-  agencv  mav 
take  to  remove  nr  overcome  anv  barrier  to  rompemion 
before  any  subsequent  procurement  for  suen  neeas. 

•4'  The  lustincauon  required  bv  paragraph  <  l «  a>  and  anv 
related  account  joeumeni  or  otner  record  snail  he  made 
available  lor  insoection  ov  me  public  consistent  wim  me 
provinonx  of  section  of  title  ^ 

in  no  case  mav  me  nead  ol  an  agencv  - 
■  Ai  enter  into  a  contract  for  property  or  services  using 
procedures  other  man  competitive  procedures  on  me  basis 
of  me  lam  ol  advance  planning  or  concerns  related  to  me 
amount  of  lundj  available  to  the  agencv  for  procurement 
funrnnny  or 

•O'  procure  prooertv  or  services  from  another  ugi-r.rv 
unless  such  other  agencv  complies  lulls-  *un  me  r^uir** 
menu  ol  mis  chapter  in  its  procurement  of  sui-n  proper* v 

•»r  vervtfea 
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The  restriction  contained  m  claua*  <Bt  is  in  addition  to.  ano 
not  in  ueu  or  anv  other  restnction  provided  bv  u« 

-gal)  In  order  10  promote  efficiency  and  economy  m 
contracting  and  to  avoid  unnecessary  for  agencies  ar.d  con¬ 
tractors.  regulation!  inall  provide  for  special  simplified 
procedure!  for  small  purchases  of  property  and  service* 

‘2\  A  small  purchase  a  4  purchawe  or  contract  -enich  does 
not  exceed  125.000 

1 2)  A  proposed  purchase  or  contract  for  an  amount  above 
125  000  may  not  be  divided  into  several  purchases  or  con¬ 
tracts  for  *sser  amounts  »n  order  to  use  smaii  purchase 
procedures 

'4i  The  .lead  of  an  agenev  10  using  tmail  purcn«se 
procedures  snail  promote  competition  under  suen  proce¬ 
dures  to  me  maximum  extent  practicable 

U305  Planning.  soiiciUtun.  “valuation  and  award 
procedures 

as  l<  A»  In  planning  for  the  procurement  of  property  nr 
*ervires.  me  neaa  of  an  agency  snail  — 

v 

11  specif*/  the  agenev  s  needs  and  solicit  bids  or  proposals 
in  a  manner  designed  to  acnieve  full  and  open  competition 
lor  tne  contract. 

ii,  use  advance  procurement  planning  and  marxei 
research,  and 

'  rrn  prepare  toec  locations  m  such  manner  as  n  neees- 
van.  to  ooum  full  and  uoen  competition  with  due  regard 
•a  tne  nature  •»<  tne  property  or  services  to  be  #cauircn 

8>  Lacn  quotation  under  trus  title  snail  mcmae  speem 
cations  wmen  - 

"u  consistent  with  me  oro visions  of  this  chapter,  per¬ 
mit  full  and  on  and 

•  1  >  mciuUe  restrictive  provisions  or  conditions  only  (0 
'he  extent  necessary  to  >ausf:'  the  needs  of  me  agency  >t 
as  authorized  bv  law 

•C,  For  the  purposes  of  subparagraph  (Ai.  me  type  A 
ipecmcation  mciuue  m  a  >oiiciiaiion  mall  depend  on  he 
nature  of  the  r.eeds  of  the  agenev  and  the  marxei  available 
to  satisfy  suen  needs  iobject  to  iucn  needs,  speoncauonj 
mav  be  stated  .n  terms  of  - 

ii  function,  jo  that  a  variety  of  products  or  i«rvicei 
mav  qualify 

in  performance  including  specifications  of  the  range 
jf  acceptable  characteristics  or  of  tne  minimum  accept¬ 
able  jtandaros  or 

111  *  design  requirements 

■2)  A  solicitation  for  sealed  bids  or  competitive  orooosai* 
other  than  (or  small  purenase*  man  at  a  minimum  mciude 
in  aodmon  to  the  specmcarons  descriDed  in  paragraon  « 1 «  * 
i  *  1  a  statement  of  — 

’.'ii  all  significant  factors,  including  price,  tr.ich  the 
read  of  the  agenev  reasonably  ctpects  to  consider  m 
evaluating  sealed  bids  or  competitive  prooosais:  and 

in  the  relative  importance  assigned  to  eacn  ol  those 
factors  and 

1  Bx 1 1  in  ir.e  rase  of  seated  bids  — 

■  I)  a  statement  that  sened  bids  will  be  evaluated  with- 
out  discussions  with  the  bidders:  and 

•  Hi  the  time  and  place  lor  the  opening  of  the  sealed 
bids,  or 

in  in  tne  case  ol  competitive  proposals  — 

I  •  a  statement  that  the  proposals  are  intended  to  be 
'viijuaifd  with  and  awards  made  alter  discussions  with 
'he  /tferort  hut  might  be  evaluated  and  awarded  wiinout 
-JiKusaioni  with  the  oiferors-  and 


ill  the  ume  and  place  for  submission  of  proposals 
-bill  The  head  ol  an  agenev  snail  evaluate  sealed  bias 
and  competitive  proposals  oased  sotely  on  the  factors  speci- 
ned  in  the  solicitation 

■*-C>  All  sealed  bids  or  competitive  proposals  received  n 
response  to  a  solicitation  may  &•  rejected  if  the  nead  of  the 
agency  determines  that  xuen  action  is  m  the  puoiic  interest 
'•'3)  Sealed  bids  shall  be  opened  publicly  at  the  time  and 
place  stated  in  the  solicitation  The  head  of  the  agenev  -mail 
evaluate  the  bids  without  discussions  with  the  bidders  ana 
snail,  except  as  provided  in  paragraph  <21.  award  a  contract 
•with  reasonable  promptness  to  me  reponsibie  bidder  wnnje 
bid  .  nmormj  to  tne  solicitation  and  's-most  advantageous  10 
the  i.oited  States,  considering  only  the  price  and  other  price- 
related  /actors  included  in  the  solicitation  under  subsection 
‘ax2*Ai  The  award  of  a  contract  shall  be  made  by  transmit- 
>.ing  written  notice  of  the  award  to  the  successful  bidder 
•'tuAi  The  “ead  of  an  agenev  snail  evaluate  competitive 
proposals  and  mav  award  a  contract  — 

‘  i»  after  disucssions  conducted  -with  me  offerors  at 
snvtirne  after  receipt  of  ‘.he  proposals  and  before  the 
jward  of  the  contract,  nr 

•:m)  without  discussions  witn  the  offerors  pevond  discus¬ 
sions  conducted  for  me  purp*>se  of  minor  'Marincaiion 
•wnen  u  can  be  nearly  demonstrated  from  tne  existence  ..f 
full  and  >pen  competition  or  accurate  prior  -ost  exper 
ence  with  'he  product  >;r  service  thai  acceptance  jf  »n 
.mtial  proposal  without  JiSucssions  would  result  -n  ;ne 
lowest  overall  to  me  I'nited  States 
■'9i  In  the  case  of  award  of  j  contract  under  subpara¬ 
graph  .  Asn.  the  head  ol  ihe  agenev  mail  conduct  nefo*e 
tuen  jw.ord  written  or  oral  iiteuisions  with  all  respvnsicic 
sources  wno  suomit  proposals  witnm  a  competitive  range 
price  and  other  evaluation  factors  considered 

.Cl  In  the  case  of  award  ol  a  contract  order  subpara¬ 
graph  i  Ann.  me  head  cf  tne  agenev  mall  award  tne  contract 
based  on  me  proposals  received  and  as  clarified.  «f  r.eces- 
iarv  in  discussions  conducted  for  the  purpose  .if  minor 
cur:ncauon> 

'Di  The  nead  of  the  agenev  shall  except  as  provide!  m 
paragaron  •  2i.  award  a  contract  witn  reasonable  promonm 
to  (he  responsible  source  whose  oroposal  n  most  advanta¬ 
geous  .0  the  United  States,  soleiv  con.idenng  price  ana 
other  factors  included  in  the  solicitation  unuer  subse'”.ion 
ax2i  A*  The  nead  of  ihe  agenev  snail  -  ward  me  contract  nv 
transmitting  written  nonce  <»(  the  award  10  suen  otferor  and 
shad  promptly  notify  ail  other  offerors  of  th#  rejection  .■( 
their  proposals. 

i5i  »(  the  head  of  an  agenev  considers  that  anv  hid  or 
prooosai  evidences  a  violation  of  the  antitrust  laws,  he  snail 
refer  tne  bul  or  proposal  to  me  Attorney  General  for  appro¬ 
priate  action 

•  hi  The  'able  of  section  at  the  beginning  of  suen  cnapier  s 
amended  — 

■  n  bv  sinking  out  the  item  pertaining  to  section  2301 
and  inserting  in  lieu  inereof  the  following 
2301  Congressional  defense  procurement  oolicv  and 
•:i  bv  uriking  out  the  items  relating  *0  sections  2204 
and  2305  and  inserting  in  lieu  iftereot  the  following 
2304  Competition  requirements 

'2305  Planning,  jolieiuiion  evaluation  and  award 
procedures 

ic!  The  amendments  made  bv  this  section  do  not  supersede 
or  erfect  ihe  provision*  of  section  4ia«  of  the  hmall  Dusmexi 
Act  1 1  s  ISC  63T.i») 
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CoAlornuuf  Amendment* 

Sec  :?24  Chapter  13?  of  uut  10.  United  States  Code,  is 
amended  — 
t  li  in  section  2304  — 

iA)  by  unking  out  may.  in  negotiating  contra  "U  under 
section  2304  in  the  second  sentence  o(  luoseci,  n.  a>  and 
inserting  in  lieu  thereof  may  m  awarding  comrav*:  alter 
using  other  man  seated  bid  procedures 

B)  by  striking  out  negotiated  under  section  :30V  m 
me  nrst  sentence  of  subsection  ib)  and  inserting  :n  lieu 
thereof  awarded  after  using  outer  (bam  sealed  bid 
procedures 
V 

•  Cl  bv  striking  out  section  2304  of  this  title,  in  subsec¬ 
tion  iC!  and  inserting  ;n  iieu  thereof  *1111  cnapter 
,0)  in  suosection  ifk  n  — 

■11  bv  striking  out  clause  <  A >  and  inserting  in  iieu 
thereof  tne  following 

1 A i  prior  to  tne  award  of  anv  prime  contract  under  inis 
title  alter  using  ouiei  man  sealed  Did  procedures  wnere  the 
contract  price  is  expected  10  exceed  1 1 00.000 

-ni  bv  Striking  out  negotiated  eacn  place  it  appears  in 
me  second  paragraon. 

•  iin  pv  sensing  out  negotiation,  in  tne  ihird  paragraph 
and  ■  riser. '.;cu  thereof  proposal  !or  ;nc  contract 
me  Jvscussioru  conducted  on  tne  proposal  under  mis 
title 

■  ivi  bv  sinking  out  1300  000  each  piace  u  appears  in 
clauses  1 B).  *C).  and  -Di  and  inserting  m  .icu  1100.000’ 
and 

•  v)  bv  inserting  after  paragraph  i3>  tne  following  new 
paragrapn 

!4»  When  coit  or  pricing  data  are  not  required  to  be 
submitted  bv  this  subsection  suen  data  mav  nevertheless  be 
required  bv  the  agency  if  me  agency  determines  that  such 
data  are  necessary  for  the  evaluation  ov  the  agenev  of  me 
reasonableness  ol  the  price  of  the  contract  or  subcontract 
•2:  is  unking  out  juosecuon  -bi  and  nserting  m  lieu 
thereof  me  following 

bi  Eacn  determination  or  oeemor  under  section  2J06«C‘ 
section  2396<gxl.  section  2307tci  or  section  23l3«'o  of  this 
title  snail  be  based  on  a  written  nnding  by  me  person 
masmg  me  determination  or  decision,  whicn  nnding  snail 
set  out  facts  and  circumstances  that  <  l .  cieariv  indicate  whv 
me  type  of  contract  ^elected  under  section  23oa<c:  ■*  nkeiv 
to  be  lesi  costiv  man  any  ctner  type  or  tnat  .1  is  impractica¬ 
ble  to  obtain  property  or  services  of  tne  Hind  or  quality 
required  except  under  such  a  contract.  -2i  support  the 
findings  required  by  section  2306<gjtl;  ■  3 1  clearly  indicate 
whv  advance  payments  under  section  2 3 0 7 c  1  would  be  in  (he 
puouc  ;mer«i  or  4i  clearly  indicate  wnv  the  application  of 
section  23l3<b>  10  a  contract  or  subcontract  with  a  foreign 
contractor  or  foreign  subcontractor  would  not  be  m  the 
public  interest  Such  a  nnding  n  nnal  and  snail  be  kept 
available  in  me  agenev  for  at  least  six  vears  after  me  Jute 
<jf  the  determination  or  decision,  a  copy  ol  the  nnding  shall 
be  submitted  to  the  General  Accounting  Office  with  each 
contract  to  wnten  it  applies  V 

■3i  hv  sinking  out  section  2311.  and 
■  4 »  bv  sinking  out  negotiated'  in  the  second  sentence  ol 
section  :313ibi  and  inserting  m  lieu  thereof  awarded  after 
using  other  than  sealed  bid  procedures 


SUBTITLE  C  —  AMENDMENTS  TO  THE  OFFICE 

OF  FEDERAL  PROCUREMENT 
POLICY  ACT  Defloiooat 

Sec  273]  The  section  of  the  Office  of  Federal  Procure¬ 
ment  Policy  Act  relating  to  dennitions  -41  U  S  C  4031  .s 
redesignated  as  section  4  and  is  amended  — 

* 21  bv  striking  out  the  period  at  the  end  of  paragraph  iS> 
and  inserting  m  lieu  thereof  and”  and 
<31  bv  adding  at  the  end  (hereof  the  following  new 
paragraphs 

161  tne  term  competitive  procedures  means  proce 
dures  under  which  an  agenev  enters  into  a  contract  pursu¬ 
ant  to  full  and  open  competition: 

”i71  the  term  full  and  open  competition  when  used 
with  respect  to  a  procurement,  means  mat  all  reasonable 
sources  are  permitted  to  submit  sealed  bids  or  competi¬ 
tive  oroposali  on  the  procurement,  and 

'  81  the  term  responsible  source  means  a  prospective 
contractor  wno  — 

•  A)  has  adequate  financial  resources  o  perform  me 
contract  or  tne  ability  to  obum  such  resources. 

"1  Bi  is  able  to  comply  with  the  required  or  proooseo 
delivers1  or  performance  schedule  taking  into  consider 
ation  all  existing  commercial  and  Government  business 
commitments. 

O  has  a  satisfactory  performance  record 

•iDt  has  a  satisfactory  record  of  integrity  ana  busi¬ 
ness  ethics: 

■  El  has  the  necessary  organaation  experience  ac¬ 
counting  and  operational  controls  and  lernmcai  skills 
or  the  ability  to  obtain  luen  organization  experience 
controls,  and  skills. 

"'F'  has  the  necessarv  production,  construction  and 
technical  equipment  and  facilities,  or  tne  ability  to 
obtain  such  equipment  and  facilities,  and 

”»Gi  is  otherwise  qualified  and  eligible  »o  receive  an 
award  under  applicable  laws  and  regulations 

Procuremeoi  Nonce  aod  Records 
Advocate  for  Competition 

Sec  2732  -ai  The  Office  of  Federal  Procurement  1^:1, 
Act  is  furtner  amended  by  adding  at  ;ne  end  '.hereof  me 
foiiowmg  new  sections 

‘Procuremeoi  Nonce 

Sec  18  ax l )  Except  as  provided  m  suosection  ic:  - 
<A»  an  executive  agenev  intending  to  solicit  bids  or 
proposals  for  a  contract  lor  property  or  services  for  a 
price  expected  to  exceed  S 1 0  000  shall  furnisn  for  publica¬ 
tion  bv  tne  Secretary  of  Commerce  a  notice  described  in 
subsection  hi.  and 

■8>  an  executive  agenev  awarding  a  contract  for  prop¬ 
erty  or  services  for  a  price  exceeding  123  i)U0  snail  furnisn 
for  publication  by  the  Secretary  of  Commerce  a  nonce 
announcing  »ucn  aware  ;f  *.nere  is  likely  to  oe  any  subcon¬ 
tract  under  such  contract 

(2)  The  Secretary  of  Commerce  shall  puolisn  promptiv  in 
the  Commerce  Business  Daily  eacn  notice  required  by  para¬ 
graph  1 1 1 

ry  Whenever  an  executive  agenev  :s  required  hv  para 
graph  1 1  x A>  to  furnisn  a  nonce  o|  a  vohcnauon  >n  ;ne 
Secretary  of  Commerce,  such  executive  agenev  mav  not  - 
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••( \\  iisu#  such  solicitation  earlie*  thin  l5  da  vs  alter  me 
dale  on  winch  such  notice  if  published  by  me  Secretarv  ot 
Commerce  or 

■\'B>  establish  a  deadline  for  C.«  submission  of  all  bidf 
or  prxpoxals  m  response  to  such  solicitation  that  is  earner 
than  30  days  after  the  date  on  which  such  solicitation  is 

issued 

"ibi  Each  nouee  required  bv  subsection  -asUAi  snail 
include  — 

'U  an  accurate  description  of  the  property  or  services 
to  be  contracted  for  which  description  is  not  unnecessar¬ 
ily  restrictive  of  competition: 

•‘21  the  name  business  address  and  teiepnore  number 
of  the  officer  ir  employee  of  the  executive  agenev  who 
mav  be  contacted  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  copy  of 
the  solicitation. 

'31  the  name  business  address  and  telephone  number 
of  the  contracting  officer 

4»  a  statement  that  all  responsible  sources  mav  sub¬ 
mit  a  bid.  proposal,  or  quotation  which  snail  be  considered 
by  the  executive  agenev.  and 

■  5)  m  the  case  of  a  procurement  using  procedures  other 
than  competitive  procedures,  a  statement  of  the  reason 
•justifying  the  use  of  such  procedures  and  the  .denmv  of 
the  intended  source 

"CM  U  A  notice  is  not  required  under  subsection  lai  lMf  — 

•'Ai  the  notice  would  disclose  the  executive  agenev  s 
needs  and  the  disclosure  of  suen  needs  would  compromise 
the  national  security 

.  B>  the  prooosed  procurement  would  result  from  ac¬ 
ceptance  of  any  unsolicited  proposal  that  demonstrates  a 
■jnioue  and  innovative  researen  concept,  ana  me  cuclica- 
non  of  ;-nv  nouce  of  suen  unsolicited  research  proposal 
would  disclose  the  ongmaitiv  of  tnougnt  or  innovativeness 
of  tne  proposal  or  ^ouid  disclose  proprietary  information 
associated  with  the  proposal. 

« C'»  me  procurement  is  made  against  an  order  placed 
under  a  requirement  contract,  or 

D>  me  procurement  is  made  for  perishable  subsis¬ 
tence  supplies. 

:2>  The  requirements  of  suosecuon  ia«  l*Ai  do  not  aoplv 
to  anv  procurement  unoer  conditions  described  in  clause  i2). 
•  3',.  .4i.  ai.  or  •:>  of  >evuun  jumci  of  in e  Federal  Property 
and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  Ml  U  S  C  233ic.*i  or 
clause  2:  -31.  4>  « 5 ».  or  .7'  of  section  2304«c:  of  tu.e  10 
United  Suies  Code 

;1)  The  requirements  of  subsection  ia»lMAi  shall  r.oi 
applv  in  ihe  case  of  anv  procurement  for  which  me  nead  of 
the  executive  agenev  maxes  a  determination  in  writing,  with 
me  concurrence  of  me  Administrator  mat  it  is  not  appropri¬ 
ate  or  reasonable  to  publisn  a  notice  before  issuing  a 
solicitation. 


Record  Requirements 

Sec.  ;9  -a»  Each  executive  agency  shall  establish  and 
maintain  lor  a  period  of  nve  years  a  .-ompuier  me.  ov  nscai 
year,  containing  unclassmed  records  of  all  procurements, 
other  than  small  purchases,  m  such  fiscal  year 

,b»  The  record  esuoushed  under  suosection  -a>  snail 
include 

■  1)  with  respect  to  each  procurement  carried  out  using 
competitive  procedures  — 

•fA»  the  date  of  contract  award. 

Eh  information  identifying  the  source  to  whom  the 
contract  was  awarded. 


"Ci  the  property  or  services  obtained  by  me  Govern- 
mem  under  the  procurement,  and 

'Di  me  total  cost  of  me  procurement: 
i2)  with  respect  to  each  procurement  carried  out  using 
procedures  other  than  competitive  procedures  - 

(A)  the  information  described  in  clauses  i  lx  A). .  im  Di 

1 l  mO.  and  iUDt. 

•iB)  the  reason  under  section  303fci  of  the  Federal 
Property  and  Administrative  Services  Act  of  1949  mi 
U  S.C.  253lc:'  or  section  230*fo  of  title  10  United  States 
Code,  as  the  case  may  be.  for  the  use  of  such  proce¬ 
dures:  and 

'Ci  me  identify  of  the  organization  or  activity  wmtn 
conducted  tne  procurement 

ic>  The  information  mat  is  included  .n  such  record  pursu¬ 
ant  to  subsection  i  bn  li  and  relates  to  procurements  resulting 
m  the  submission  of  a  bid  or  propo*ai  bv  onlv  one  responsi¬ 
ble  source  shad  be  separately  categorized  from  the  informa 
non  relating  to  other  procurements  included  in  such  record 
The  record  of  suen  information  snail  be  designated  noncom¬ 
petitive  procurements  using  competitive  procedures 

'di  The  -.nfonTiation  included  m  the  record  estaoiisneo 
and  maintained  under  subsection  ia«  shall  be  transmuted  to 
the  General  Services  Administration  and  shall  be  entered  .n 
tne  Federal  Procurement  Data  System  referred  to  in  section 
*dM4> 

‘Advocates  for  Competition 

Sec  20  >ann  There  is  established  in  eacn  executive 
agenev  an  advocate  for  competition 

•  25  The  read  cf  each  executive  agenty  snail - 

'Ai  designate  (or  the  executive  agenev  and  for  each 
procuring  activuv  of  the  executive  agenev  one  officer  or 
employee  serving  in  a  position  authorized  for  such  execu¬ 
tive  agenev  on  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  Competition 
in  Contracting  Act  of  1984  tother  than  the  senior  procure¬ 
ment  executive  designated  pursuant  to  section  l*3»»  to 
serve  as  tne  advocate  for  competition. 

;B)  not  assign  such  officer  or  empiovee  anv  duly  or 
responsibility  that  n  inconsistent  with  me  duties  ana 
res ponsioi lines  of  the  advocate  for  competition  and 
"iO  provide  *ucn  officer  or  employee  with  such  stad  or 
assistance  as  mav  oe  necessary  to  carry  out  the  duties  ana 
responsibilities  the  advocate  (or  competition,  suen  jj 
persons  wno  are  specialists  m  engineering,  lecnmcal  ■;oer 
auons  contract  administration,  financial  management, 
supply  management,  and  utilization  of  small  and  disad¬ 
vantaged  busineu  concerns. 

bi  The  advocate  for  competition  of  an  executive  agenev 
shall  — 

“111  be  responsible  for  challenging  barriers  '.o  and  pro¬ 
moting  full  and  open  competition  in  the  procurement  of 
property  and  services  bv  the  executive  agenev 

’(2)  review  the  procurement  activities  of  the  executive 

agenev 

i3)  identify  and  report  to  the  ventor  procurement  ex¬ 
ecutive  -•(  the  '•xecutive  agenev  designated  pursuant  tw 
section  1*3)  — 

"Ai  opportunities  and  actions  taken  to  achieve  full 
and  open  competition  m  'he  procurement  activities  of 
the  executive  agency  and 

(B)  anv  .ondition  or  action  whicn  has  ihe  effect  .jf 
unnecessarily  restricting  competition  m  'he  procurr- 
ment  actions  of  the  executive  agenev.  and 
“f 4 )  preoare  and  transmit  to  suen  senior  procurement 
executive  an  annual  report  describing  — 
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A i  sucrv  advocate  s  activities  under  this  action 
Bi  new  initiatives  required  to  mere**#  compeu 
uoft  and 

:C:  cumm  io  lull  and  upen  competition  that 
remain 

%\  recommend  to  the  senior  procurement  executive  of 
me  executive  agenev  goals  and  me  punx  lor  increasing 
competition  on  a  fiscal  year  basis: 

ifli  recommend  to  me  senior  procurement  executive  o( 
tne  executive  agency  a  svttem  of  personnel  and  organiza¬ 
tional  accountability  for  competition.  which  may  include 
the  use  01  recognition  and  awards  to  motivate  program 
managers  contracting  otbeers.  and  others  in  authority  to 
promote  competition  in  procurement  programs:  and 
■'*'  describe  other  wavs  :n  which  the  executive  agenev 
has  emonasued  competition  in  programs  for  procurement 
training  and  research 

•  c-  The  advocate  (or  competition  lor  each  procuring 
activity  snail  be  responsible  for  challenging  barriers  to  ana 
promoting  lull  and  open  competition  in  the  procuring  activ 
;i\  mciud-ng  unnecessarily  detailed  specifications  and  un¬ 
necessarily  restrictive  statements  ol  need 

Aooual  Report  oo  Competition 

Sec  Z\  i a •  Not  uter  man  Januarv  3i  ol  each  ot  :9flt> 

1 9R T  i  988  1989  and  ;  990  tne  neaa  of  each  executive 

agenev  mai!  'fansmu  to  eacn  House  ol  Congress  .*  report 
including  the  information  specined  :n  subsection  ■  bi 
•  t"  £acn  reoor  under  subsection  ‘a*  snail  .nciudc- 
r  a  speeme  description  ol  ail  actions  that  tne  nead  of 
tne  executive  agency  inrendi  :o  take  during  the  current 
nsoai  vear  to  — 

:a.  ncrease  competition  for  contracts  with  the  execu¬ 
tive  agenev  on  me  oasis  ol  cost  and  other  significant 
factors  and 

Bt  reduce  the  number  ana  dollar  value  of  noncompeti¬ 
tive  contracts  entered  into  ov  the  executive  agenev:  ana 
2-  t  tummarv  ol  me  activities  and  jccomoiisnmems  of 
me  advocate  for  competition  ol  the  executive  agenev  during 
tne  oreveding  nscai  vear 

o*  I  •  Section  we*  ol  suen  Act  ;4i  f  S  C  40Ste»’  is  amended 
bv  smiting  out  subsection  >c-  and  inserting  .n  ueu  thereof 
subsection  id)  ' 

:  •  Section  i8i  h  of  such  .Act  41  f  S  C  4iSiln  n  amended 
io  read  as  Inflows 

i'l)  increase  the  use  of  full  and  open  competition  in  the 
procurement  of  property  or  services  by  the  executive 
agenev  ov  establisnmg  policies  procedures  and  practices 
that  axaure  that  the  execuuve  agency  receives  a  sufficient 
number  of  sealed  bids  or  competitive  proposals  (rom 
responsible  sources  to  fuihlJ  the  Government  x  reouire- 
mcfiL*  .including  performance  and  delivery  schedules)  at 
the  owest  reasonable  cost  considering  me  nature  of  the 
properiv  or  services  procured. 

SUBTITLE  D— PROCUREMENT  PROTEST  SYSTEM 

Procurement  Protest  Svtteoi 

Sec  274  1  i ai  Chapter  3S  of  title  31.  United  States  Code.  ;s 
amended  by  adding  at  tne  end  thereof  tne  following  new 
iuocr.apter 

SUaCHAPTEil  V-PROCUREMENT 
PROTEST  SYSTEM 

t3S5i  Protests  hv  interested  parties  concerning  procure¬ 
ment  anions 


a:  Protests  concerning  alleged  violations  of  the  procure¬ 
ment  uaoites  and  regulations  snail  be  decided  bv  the  Comp¬ 
troller  General  .(  filed  in  accordance  with  mu  section 
Nothing  contained  in  this  section  mail  t*  construed  to  give 
me  Comptroller  General  exclusive  jurisdiction  over  pro¬ 
tests  An  interested  party  wno  nas  nled  a  protest  acnon 
under  section  mini  of  the  Federal  Property  and  Adminis¬ 
trative  Services  Act  of  1949  -41  U  S  C.  *S9mn  with  respect  to 
o  procurement  action  mav  not  tile  a  protest  action  with 
respect  to  suen  procurement  under  mis  section 

mill  In  accordance  with  me  procedures  issued  pu-suant 
to  subsection  id.  the  Comptroller  General  snail  have  auenw.*- 
itv  to  decide  a  protest  suorrmted  bv  an  interested  party  or 
referred  oy  an  executive  agency  or  a  court  of  the  United 
States 

\2)  Except  ai  provided  in  jubsecnon  icxli.  the  Comturoi- 
ler  General  snail  issue  a  nnai  protest  decision  within  90 
wonting  davs  alter  me  date  of  a  protest  uniess  me  Comp¬ 
troller  General  determines  ana  states  .n  writing  tne  reasons 
mat  the  specific  circumstances  ol  the  protest  require  a 
longer  period 

ji  The  Comptroller  General  shall  notify  the  executive 
agency  witmn  on*  working  dav  after  me  date  of  me  receipt 
of  a  protest  and  me  execuuve  agenev  snail  submit  a  com¬ 
plete  report  unduding  all  r*i*vam  documents*  on  me  pro¬ 
tested  procurement  to  tne  Comptroller  General  within  :?i 
worxma  davs  after  tne  agenev  s  receipt  of  me  notice  of  suen 
protest  uniess  nonned  mat  n?  protest  has  been  dismissed 
pursuant  to  subsection  ic*4.  or  unless  the  Comptroller  Gen¬ 
eral  upon  a  snc.amg  tv  such  agenev.  determines  anq  states 
m  wrutng  tne  '  ’0500*  that  the  specific  circumstances  ol  the 
pretest  require  a  longer  period  In  a  cat*  determined  bv  me 
Comptroller  General  to  re  suitable  for  the  express  ootion 
under  subsection  icXl).  such  report  and  documents  snail  be 
submitted  within  10  wonung  davs  after  suen  receipt 

<*A>  A  contract  mav  not  be  awarded  on  tne  basis  of  me 
protested  procurement  after  the  contracting  othcer  has 
received  notice  of  a  protest  to  me  Comptroller  General  and 
wm.e  me  protest  1$  pending 

•Bi  Th«  nead  of  me  procurement  activity  responsible  for 
award  of  the  contract  mav  authorize  me  award  of  a  contract 
notwunstanamR  a  protest  cf  wmen  me  agency  has  notice 
under  this  paragraph  — 

i’  upon  j  written  nr.omg  mat  urgent  and  compelling 
circumstances  whicn  Signincantlv  aiJect  .nterests  of  the 
United  States  will  not  permit  awaiting  the  decision  of  the 
Comptroller  General,  and 

■  in  after  the  Comptroller  General  is  advised  ol  such 
finding 

Cl  Before  the  award  of  a  contract,  a  finding  mav  not  be 
made  under  suboaragrapfi  i8m>  unless  me  award  of  the 
contract  is  otherwise  lixeiv  to  occur  within  30  davs 

SiAi  If  the  contract  has  been  awarded  before  the  receipt 
of  nonce  of  a  protest  contract  performance  snail  be  ceased 
or  me  contract  snail  b*  suspended  upon  receipt  of  such 
notice  and  wnue  the  protest  is  pending  This  paragrapn  mail 
not  applv  wnen  the  protest  n  nled  more  man  :0  davs  after 
award  of  the  contract 

,Bi  The  head  of  the  procurement  actmtv  responsible  for 
award  of  the  contract  mav  after  notifying  the  Comptroller 
General  of  his  findings,  authorize  me  performance  of  a 
contract  notwithstanding  a  protest  of  which  the  ag*ncv  has 
nonce  under  this  paragraoh  - 

■■;  upon  a  written  finding  that  contract  performance 
wi:i  be  m  me  Government  1  best  .nterests  excepi  mat  .f 
me  scad  ol  the  procurement  activity  makes  sum  a  find- 
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•ng  ..ie  Gomotroiler  General  mail  man*  mj  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  aoprooriate  recommended  relief  .if  tne  protest 
>3  sustained)  without  regard  to  any  costs  or  disruption 
from  terminating  recompeting,  or  reawarding  the  con¬ 
tract  or 

■’hi  upon  a  written  finding  that  urgent  and  compelling 
circumstances  which  significantly  arfect  interests  of  the 
Criiteo  States  will  not  permit  awaiting  me  decision  of  the 
Comptroller  General. 

<il  The  authority  of  the  head  of  the  procuring  activity  to 
make  singings  and  authorize  award  and  performance  of 
contracts  under  paragons  t4»  and  <Si  miv  not  fie  delegated 

T,  The  Comptroller  General  is  autnonzed  to  determine 
whetner  a  solicitation,  proponed  award,  or  award  protested 
under  -his  section  complies  wuih  procurement  statutes  and 
regulations  If  the  comptroller  Genera1-  determines  that  the 
solicitation,  proposed  award,  or  award  does  not  comp-.v  with 
a  procurement  statute  or  regulation,  or  both.  tne  Com*  roi- 
.er  General  snail  recommend  that  the  agencv  — 

A i  refrain  from  exercising  any  of  .is  options  under  the 
contract  ' 

B>  recompete  tne  contract  immediately: 

"•G  ssue  a  new  solicitation: 

'D-  terminate  the  contract 

E'«  award  a  contract  consistent  with  the  requirements 
of  sucn  statutes  and  regulations. 

F- comolv  with  any  comomation  of  recommendations 
unoer  clauses  -  A.  .BV  .C':  Di  and  E  or 

G*  comolv  with  aucn  other  recommendations  as  me 
Comptroller  General  determines  to  fie  recessarv  :n  order 
to  promote  compliance  wi;n  procurement  >tatu;«  ana 
regulations 

C.  I  -  To  the  maximum  extent  practicable  theComptroi- 
.er  General  snail  provide  (or  *.ne  inexpensive  and  emeui 
nous  resolution  of  protests  ur.oer  this  section  The  Comptrol¬ 
ler  General  ^hali  «*jtafilisn  an  express  option  for  Jeciding 
tnose  protests  which  the  Comptroller  General  Jetermines 
suuafi'-  for  resolution  within  ip  davs  from  he  date  of 
protect  Auhin  iucn  deadlines  as  me  Comptroller  General 
prescribes,  each  executive  zgencv  mail  „»rovtoe  to  an  inter- 
-sted  panv  anv  document  relevant  to  the  protested  procure¬ 
ment  action  -  including  the  report  required  bv  seucsection 
bujii  that  would  not  give  sucn  partv  a  competitive  advan¬ 
tage  and  '.hat  sucn  party  is  otnenwise  authorized  bv  v  m 
receive 

G;  Each  decision  of  the  Comptroller  General  under  ,.j 
section  snail  be  signed  bv  :he  Comptroller  General  >r  a 
designee  lor  such  purpose  \  copy  of  :he  decision  snail 
made  availafile  'o  me  nterested  panies  and  '.he  sen,or 
procurement  executive  if  the  executive  agencv  or  agencies 
involved 

l\  The  nead  of  me  procurement  activity  responsible  for 
award  oi  the  contract  snail  report  to  the  Comptroller  <  .ener- 
a.,  wuhin  AO  davs  .if  recemi  of  me  Comptroller  General  s 
-ecommendations.  :f  the  agencv  nas  not  fullv  complied  with 
sucn  recommendations  Not  -ater  man  January  31  of  <*acn 
ear  me  Comptroller  General  -mail  transmit  to  each  House 
of  the  Congress  a  reoort  describing  eacn  instance  if  an 
agencv  failure  to  .  omply  with  ‘he  Comptroller  Generals 
recommendations  during  the  preceding  nscai  -.ear 

The  Comptroller  General  mav  dismiss  a  protes.  that 
•.fm  <*.  nptroller  General  determines  is  r-ivoious  -?r  whicn 
■>n  u«  iace  Joes  hot  state  a  valid  basu  lor  protest 

Si^i  If  the  fomptroiier  General  Jetermmes  'hai  a 
mi  ic  it  a  lion  propvied  award,  jr  award  of  a  contract  does  not 
-ompiv  wun  a  procurement  statute  or  regulation.  ;ne  Comp¬ 


troller  General  mav  further  declare  an  appropriate  panv 
be  entitled  to  the  costs  of  - 

‘■'if  nUng  and  pursuing  the  protest,  including  reasonable 
attorney*  fees:  and 

'fin  bid  and  proposal  preparation. 

;B)  Monetary  awards  to  wmch  a  party  ij  declared  to  be 
entitled  under  subparagraph  iAi  shall  be  paid  promptly  bv 
the  executive  agency  concerned  out  of  funds  available  to  or 
for  the  use  of  such  executive  agency  for  ihe  purpose  of  the 
procurement  of  property  and  services 

■  dx  1.  Within  130  davs  after  the  date  of  enactment  of  this 
suficnapter  the  Comptroller  General  mail  estaoiisn  :ucn 
procedures,  not  inconsistent  with  mis  section  os  may  ie 
necessarv  to  the  expeditious  execution  of  the  protest  deci¬ 
sion  function,  including  procedures  for  accelerated  resolu¬ 
tion  of  the  protest  under  the  express  >puon  authorized  hv 
subsection  cxl-  Such  procedures  snail  provide  that  ‘.he 
protest  process  snail  not  fie  delayed  by  the  failure  -if  a  parts 
to  maxe  •  filing  within  the  time  provided  for  suer,  nhng 

The  Comptroller  General  mav  jse  anv  autnornv 
availafile  under  chapter  7  of  this  title  and  this  cnaoter  : j 
venfy  contentions  made  by  parties  in  protests  under  this 
section 

■  ei  An  interested  party  adversely  affected  or  aggrieved 
bv  the  action,  or  the  laiiure  to  act  of  a  Government  agent*, 
with  respect  to  a  solicitation  or  award  mav  ootam  judicial 
-eview  -.hereof  to  the  extent  provided  fiv  section*  “'2 
tnrougn  706  of  title  b  including  determinations  necessan  to 
resoive  disputed  material  facts  or  wnen  otherwise 
approonate 

-f>  For  purposes  *»f  rhis  sec*mn  — 

'll)  me  term  protest  means  a  cnallengt  _  c..:c;:a- 
non  or  to  the  award  or  proposed  award  ,rement 

contracL  and 

■-Z)  the  term  interested  party  with  rgjoect  to  a  con¬ 
tract.  means  an  actua;  or  prospective  bidder  or  offerer 
who*e  direct  economic  merest  would  be  atfected  bv  :^e 
award  of  or  failure  to  award  the  contract  ■!>»  The 
anaivsis  for  cnaoter  35  of  title  31  I'niieo  States  Code  s 
amended  fiv  adding  at  the  end  thereof  the  following 

SUBCHAPTER  V  ^  HKOCl  RE.ME.NT 
PROTEST  SYSTEM 

'2551  Protests  bv  interested  parties  concerning  procure¬ 
ment  actions 

SUBTITLE  E  -  EFFECTIVE  DATE: 

REGULATIONS  STUDY  Effective  Date 
Sec  2751  *ai  Except  as  provided  n  subsection  .b>  ine 
amendments  made  by  thu  title  r.nail  apply  with  respect 
anv  solicitations  for  bids  or  proposals  issued  on  or  aiter  me 
date  270  davs  after  the  date  of  the  enactment  of  this  Act 
bi  The  amendments  made  hv  section  27;3  ana  suoime  D 
shall  apply  wun  respect  to  protests  nled  after  130  davs  alter 
the  date  ■»(  enactment  of  this  Act 

Modification  of  Federal 
Acquiiifioo  Regulations 

Sec  2752  Not  later  than  270  -lavs  after  the  date  H 
enactment  of  this  Act.  the  single  Government  wide  procure¬ 
ment  regulation  referred  to  in  section  4HXA)  of  the  Office  H 
Federal  Procurement  Policy  Aci-4l  L'  SC  f03;4*A:  > n a ■ : 
be  modined  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  this  title  .inn 
the  amendments  made  by  this  title  ana  to  the  coiic.es 
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APPENDIX  C 


.ciuined  m  section  z  of  trie  Office  ('l  Federal  Procut mem 
Poucy  Act  4 1  L'  SC  401, 

Stud*  of  Alifnunvrt 

Sec  2?S3  Not  later  man  January  31.  1Q*5  me  Adminis- 
raior  o(  tne  Other  o(  Federal  Proc -‘eiuent  Policy  in 
.onsutuuon  *iU»  in-  Secretary  of  Defense.  tne  Aammutra* 
or  ?f  tne  general  Service*  Administration  ana  me  ACrmnis* 
rotor  of  me  National  Aeronautic*  and  Space  Adminmra* 
on  snail  complete  a  stuov  oi  alternative*  and  recommend 


a  pian  :  s  increase  tne  opportunities  to  achieve  fui;  and  -'pe- 
competition  on  tne  oasts  cl  tecnnicai  Qualifications  quants, 
and  otner  (actor*  in  me  procurement  o(  professional  teenm- 
cai  and  managerial  services  The  Administrator  snail  re¬ 
port  to  the  Commuter  on  Governmental  Affairs  of  the 
Senate  and  uir  tom  mm  re  on  Government  Operations  of  ihv 
House  of  Representative?  a  plan  for  testing  me  recommend¬ 
ed  alternative,  m  accordance  v*im  section  9  of  me  Office  ->i 
Federal  Procurement  Policy  Act  -ai  U  S  C  405  et  seq  .  jna 
snail  ensure  such  pian  is  consistent  witn  tne  policies  set 
form  in  section  i  of  such  Act 
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